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Clio’s Disciples on the Rio Grande
western history at the university of new mexico
Richard W. Etulain

T

he decades of the 1960s and 1970s were the major turning point in the
century-long emphasis on western history at the University of New
Mexico. In that generation, three professors—Gerald D. Nash, Donald C.
Cutter, and Richard N. Ellis—captained a growing cadre of graduate students
studying the American West. Moving well beyond the History Department’s
initial southwestern borderlands and frontier offerings of the previous half
century, this professorial triumvirate led the western section into a greatly
enlarged stress on the Spanish borderlands and the western frontier, with new
emphases on Indian history and the twentieth-century American West. In
these two pivotal decades, the westerners, linking up with others who joined
them at UNM, became a powerhouse contingent preparing the section for
its florescence in the next decades as one of the country’s strongest programs
in western history.1
The expansion needs explanation. UNM’s growing reputation for western
history did not result from provocative, new approaches to the American
West. The expansion took place, instead, within familiar historiographical
Richard W. Etulain is the former editor of the New Mexico Historical Review (1979–1985) and
former director of the Center for the American West (1989–2001), now Center for the Southwest. He taught at UNM from 1979 to 2001 and is the author or editor of fifty books. This essay
was the opening address at the Center for the Southwest Colloquium on the Legacy and Future
of Western Borderlands History at UNM on 25 March 2011. He is indebted to the university
archivist Terry Gugliotta for helping him gather information from the Faculty Contract Files
and from other sources housed in the University Archives at the University of New Mexico.
He is also much indebted to Durwood Ball for his careful and diligent editing of this article.
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boundaries of western history. Cutter and Ellis, for example, were notably
conventional in their teaching and writing. True, Nash introduced work on
the post-1900 West but in familiar formats. Throughout its history, the western emphasis at UNM became celebrated not for innovative, path-breaking
approaches to the field but in building on and dramatically expanding wellknown historiographical paths. With the ideas of Herbert Eugene Bolton and
Frederick Jackson Turner much in evidence at New Mexico well into the
1970s, some even into the 1980s, westerners at UNM made their reputations
and that of the department in ways other than in cutting-edge historiography.2
The emphasis on western history was leisurely in coming to UNM, although no slower than to most other far-western colleges and universities.
The initial state or regional course was listed in the UNM catalogue in 1915.
That year Roscoe Hill, the first professionally trained historian, joined the
faculty and added courses in Latin American and New Mexico history.3 Hill
also launched a School of Latin American Affairs, and after he left UNM in
1918, he went on to a distinguished teaching and publishing career in Latin
American history. Then in 1920, Charles Florus Coan came to UNM with a
doctorate from the University of California, Berkeley, where he had studied
with Bolton, the country’s best-known Spanish borderlands scholar, and
had written a dissertation entitled “The Federal Indian Policy in the Pacific
Northwest, 1849–1870” (ill. 1). Thus, roughly thirty years into its existence
but just eight years after New Mexico’s beginning as a state, UNM hired a

ill. 1. charles florus coan
(Photograph courtesy University Archives, Center for Southwest
Research, University Libraries, University of New Mexico)
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professor trained in western history and offered courses on subregions of
the American West.4
A delayed entry to the study of regional history was not unusual for some
schools in the Far West. The University of California, Berkeley, did not offer
a course in California history until 1913, sixty-three years after statehood. At
the University of Washington, a follower of Turner gave a course in northwestern history in 1897, but to the south, no offering on state history appeared
in the University of Oregon catalogue until 1937. These delays, what one
historian calls the “cultural lag” in far-western historiography, stemmed from
two sources. First and more importantly, westerners were so tied to classical
traditions of learning emanating from Western Europe and the American East
that, for decades, they rejected local or regional history as a subject worthy
of serious academic study. Second, the multivolume Hubert Howe Bancroft
histories, appearing in a large, heavy, calf-bound series, so dominated western
historical writing after their appearance in the 1880s that other popular and
professional historians hesitated to enter a field that some thought Bancroft
had exhausted.5
The first major stress on western history at UNM came in the 1920s.
The emergence of regional history at the university in that decade was not
unusual. Those years saw the rise of a redolent regionalism that flooded
over much of the United States, especially in the West and South. Just as
professors emphasizing western and Spanish borderlands history came to
or remained at UNM, leading western historians elsewhere at or near the
peak of their careers were producing first-rank works on the West. Bolton at
Berkeley, after the appearance of his notable The Spanish Borderlands in
1921, continued his professional ascent to become president of the American
Historical Association (AHA) in 1932. His AHA presidential address, “The
Epic of Greater America,” delivered in Toronto, Canada, provided an early
example of a transnational history of the Americas. At the same time, Walter
Prescott Webb published his memorable and influential regional work, The
Great Plains (1931). Concurrently, several regional magazines including
the Southwest Review (1924), The Prairie Schooner (1926), Frontier (1927),
and the New Mexico Quarterly (1931) were founded, clear testaments to
the rising regionalism in the American West.6
The UNM Department of History greatly benefited from the university’s
mushrooming enrollments in the 1920s and from the first years of James F.
Zimmerman’s energetic, insightful presidency. In addition to Professor Coan,
who served from 1920 until his untimely death in 1928 at only forty-two, several
other historians with research or teaching interests in the borderlands or the
Southwest joined the department during the decade. The most notable of
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these new hires was France V. Scholes, a “lunger,”
who came for one semester in 1925, returned from
1928 to 1931 before going to work for the Carnegie
Foundation, and then rejoined UNM in 1946 (ill.
2). More than any other faculty member, Scholes
set UNM on its course to become a premier institution for the study of the Spanish borderlands.7
Others came to join Coan and Scholes.
Marion Dargan, trained in colonial history, arrived
in 1927. Over time he, like so many professors
who came to UNM, found a local subject that
captured his attention. In Dargan’s case, the long
ill. 2. france vinton
years of New Mexico territorialism became his
scholes
research focus. In the late 1930s and early 1940s, he
(Photograph courtesy Center
published in the New Mexico Historical Review a
for Southwest Research,
University Libraries,
series of smoothly written essays that are still useful
University of New Mexico)
sources on this important topic. Two years later
in 1929, Lansing Bloom came to UNM, serving
until 1945. He had resided in New Mexico since 1912 and was coeditor or
editor of the New Mexico Historical Review from its founding in 1926 until
his death in 1946. Equally important, Professor Bloom and his wife, Maude
McFie Bloom, journeyed to archives in Mexico, Spain, and Italy, where
they transcribed notably important documents for understanding early New
Mexican history. The Bloom gatherings, along with the findings Scholes
brought back to Albuquerque, became the bedrock documents for much
early Spanish borderlands research at UNM. Finally, Frank Driver Reeve
began teaching at the university in the late 1920s, even as he completed one
of the first master’s degrees in history at UNM with a thesis on the history of
the university. As a student and professor, Reeve stayed more than forty-five
years at the university, briefly gone only to finish his doctoral work at the
University of Texas, Austin.8
Continuity and experience were the hallmarks of professors teaching
western history at UNM in the 1930s and 1940s. The most important symbol of continuity for the westerners was the active and vibrant leadership
of President Zimmerman and his ongoing interest in tying the university
directly to its cultural surroundings (ill. 3). In his inaugural address in 1928,
the new president made clear that UNM must emphasize its southwestern
connections in its outreach, in its cultural emphases, and even in its use of
the Pueblo-style architecture, against which modernists had so obstreperously
reacted in earlier administrations.9
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ill. 3. james f.
zimmerman
(Photograph courtesy
Center for Southwest
Research, University
Libraries, University of
New Mexico)

Zimmerman lost little time in implementing his focus on regionalism,
even though the Great Depression oppressed the country, state, and UNM
campus for much of his presidency. In 1928 he encouraged the founding of
a Department of Anthropology and Archaeology, partnering with the School
of American Research in Santa Fe for this endeavor. This and other “cooperative programs” included bringing the New Mexico Historical Review and
its coeditor Lansing Bloom to campus in 1929. In addition, the New Mexico
Quarterly became a well-known outlet for literary and historical writers working on the Southwest. In 1931 Zimmerman supported the establishment of
the University of New Mexico Press, which assumed and expanded on El
Palacio Press begun in Santa Fe in 1913. And in the mid-1930s, the president
backed a summer field school that allowed students in art to work closely
with several major Taos painters.10
The History Department and its western historians benefited from
other changes implemented under Zimmerman’s vigorous leadership. In
1935 George Peter Hammond, who eventually became well known for his
important borderlands research and editing projects, assumed the departmental leadership (ill. 4).
During the next decade, he also served as dean
of the graduate school and took on additional administrative duties. Dorothy Woodward joined the
department in 1935 as a Latin Americanist and an
authority on southwestern subjects. Two years later
the first doctorate awarded in the UNM Graduate
ill. 4. george peter hammond
(Photograph courtesy University Archives,
Center for Southwest Research, University
Libraries, University of New Mexico)
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School was in the History Department. Generally, Zimmerman pushed all
faculty to be more active researchers. For many professors in the humanities
and social sciences, including most in the History Department, this charge
meant working with New Mexico and southwestern topics.11
During the World War II years, Zimmerman continued these efforts and
fathered others. He expanded the Latin American Studies program and supported additional coursework in Spanish language and culture, southwestern
studies, Hispanic history, and several other fields of regional studies. He also
led a committee to celebrate the Cuarto Centennial Celebration of Francisco
Vasquez de Coronado’s entrada to New Mexico in 1540. Although similar
festivities celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of Juan de Oñate’s entrada stirred a lot of controversy in 1998, those cultural efforts sparked little
conflict in 1940.12
Overall, Zimmerman, perhaps the most forceful and successful president
in the university’s history, did much to encourage and expand the college’s
connections to its region. As one later president and historian has written,
Zimmerman “had a feeling for the Southwest—and its languages, its Hispanic
and Indian cultures, its religions, traditions, music, art, and architecture, and
its rich literary productivity.”13
In the postwar years, a curious imbalance skewed the History Department—to the benefit of western history. Of the six department members, only
two dealt with nonwestern subjects. The remaining four colleagues—Scholes, Dargan, Reeve, and Woodward—all focused on the Southwest in their
research and much of their teaching. Attempting to remedy this dilemma of
overspecialization, the department chairman “secured an agreement among
the four whereby all should be permitted to direct students and give courses
in this, their preferred field [the American Southwest], subject to the needs
and interests of the students.” Although this agreement may have calmed
things for the moment, an unpleasantness remained, perhaps “a source of
intradepartmental tensions in the years that followed.”14
The UNM emphases on western history continued in the decade and a
half after World War II, but major transitions took place among its long-time
personnel. Bloom retired in 1945, Hammond left for the Bancroft Library in
the same year, and Dargan and Woodward also retired within the next dozen
years. Meanwhile, Scholes was occupied with his duties as academic vice
president from 1949 to 1957, and Reeve devoted much of his time to editing the
New Mexico Historical Review. If the number of western specialists dwindled
in the 1950s, several newcomers arrived in the 1960s to replace the retirees or
those who had moved elsewhere. These replacements included Nash, Cutter,
and Ellis (ills. 5, 6, 7).15
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ill. 5. gerald d. nash
(Photograph courtesy New Mexico
Historical Review)

ill. 6. donald c. cutter
(Photograph courtesy New
Mexico Historical Review)
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ill. 7. richard n. ellis
(Photograph courtesy New Mexico
Historical Review)
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Nash, who came to UNM in 1961 with a doctorate from the University of
California, Berkeley, eventually became recognized for a new subject field of
western history. Trained in economic and political history and in policy studies, Nash was also interested in western history, particularly California history.
Gradually, he pushed his research directly into the twentieth-century regional
West and published the first overview of that new topic, The American West
in the Twentieth Century: A Short History of an Urban Oasis, in 1973. With
the book’s publication, Nash became the leading and—some thought—the
only authority on the new subject. That volume and Nash’s later studies of
the impact of World War II on the West, however, were innovative in neither
design nor interpretation, but they were valuable introductions to new topics
in western history. Until his retirement in the mid-1990s, Nash maintained
his leadership in the study of the post-1900 West. If UNM had already gained
at least a regional reputation for its offerings in Spanish borderlands and
American frontier history, Nash expanded that notoriety with his explorations
of the twentieth-century West.16
Cutter and Ellis arrived in 1962 and 1967, respectively, and continued the
History Department’s in-place emphases on the colonial Spanish borderlands
and frontier western history. They also greatly enlarged graduate student
participation in professional activities, helping some New Mexico doctoral
graduates secure important graduate-level teaching positions as well as introducing to them what was later called public history. Cutter and Ellis were
mentors, guides, and cheerleaders for their students, as the recollections of
those students clearly reveal.17
Cutter was a product of the Boltonian borderlands program at the University of California, Berkeley. Although he wrote his dissertation for one of
Bolton’s students and his successor at Berkeley, Lawrence Kinnaird, Cutter
was clearly in the Bolton camp of borderlands studies. His teaching and
writing emphasized the collecting of documents in Spanish and Mexican
archives, and the preparation of lively narratives appealed to scholars and
general readers alike. Ebullient, gregarious, and enthusiastic, Cutter prodded his students to attend professional meetings, deliver seminar papers at
regional gatherings, and review new books in their field for scholarly journals.
Later, in 1975–1976, Cutter was honored as the first of four UNM historians
to serve as president of the Western History Association (WHA).18
Ellis was less outgoing than Cutter and more inclined to deliver low-key but
humor-spiced lectures. This approach mimicked that of his mentor, Robert
Athearn at the University of Colorado. Ellis’s classroom teaching drew positive student evaluations, even winning him a distinguished teaching award
in 1978–1979. But unlike Athearn, Ellis was not a prolific publisher, in fact
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authoring no monograph after the appearance of his revised dissertation.
Gradually, as was true of Ellis’s good friends Robert Utley and Francis Paul
Prucha, he moved from researching or teaching federal military and Indian
policy toward working in Native American history. Like most other historians of his generation, Ellis was not trained in ethnography; that emphasis
in Native studies would come later in the department. Ellis also urged his
students to participate in regional Phi Alpha Theta, state history, and regional
meetings. In the Cutter-Ellis period, those western students who were not
attending or participating in a history conference seemed in the minority.
Presenting seminar papers at conferences and publishing them in regional
journals was often their ticket into the scholarly world.19
The years of Nash, Cutter, and Ellis in the UNM History Department
were a tipping point in the development of the western history section. The
corner turned in the 1960s and 1970s best reveals itself in several outstanding
borderlands and western students who completed their graduate training in
those years and launched stellar careers in the western fields as academic
scholars and public historians. Consider one such quintet. David J. Weber
completed his work with Cutter in 1967, published his dissertation as The
Taos Trappers: The Fur Trade in the Far Southwest, 1540–1846 in 1971, and
became the country’s leading Spanish borderlands scholar before his untimely
death in 2010. Marc Simmons also published his dissertation as Spanish
Government in New Mexico in 1968 and became—and remains—the leading
historian of New Mexico. John L. Kessell published widely in the borderlands
field, including Kiva, Cross, and Crown: The Pecos Indians in New Mexico,
1540–1840 in 1979, gained a strong reputation as a National Park historian,
and then returned to UNM as Cutter’s successor. Janet Fireman did her
doctoral work in the Spanish period and, after a brief teaching stint, became
an outstanding editor and public historian. Finally, Joseph Sanchez, another
borderlands specialist, also chose a career as a National Park historian and
eventually was founding editor of a new journal in the field, the Colonial Latin
American Historical Review. During these years, Darlis Miller and Dan Tyler
also completed their doctoral programs at UNM and landed good positions
at well-known institutions. These first-rate students, through their teaching,
front-line publications, and outstanding leadership in public history, greatly
advanced the reputation of the University of New Mexico as a place to study
the Spanish borderlands and the American West.20
The next decade saw major transitions in the western field at UNM. Cutter
retired from UNM in 1980, and Ellis moved to Fort Lewis College in 1987.
Their replacements were, respectively, Kessell and Margaret Connell-Szasz,
both UNM graduates. For the first time, UNM hired its own doctoral students
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in western history.21 Meanwhile, historian David R. Maciel and I joined the
department, in effect replacing Manuel Servín, who had arrived as editor of the
New Mexico Historical Review in 1975 and, after less than two years at UNM,
had suffered a serious illness and had to resign. Maciel, took over Servín’s
courses in Chicano history and added new ones, while I assumed the editorship of the New Mexico Historical Review in 1979. Maciel’s hiring substantiated
UNM’s commitment to Chicano history, which had begun with the hiring of
Servín. Maciel even offered a course or two in Spanish. His exuberance in the
classroom and his emphases on U.S.-Mexico connections added markedly to
the western offerings. Although the department had given courses in Indian
history or Indian-white relations as early as the 1950s, it had been much slower
in moving into the emerging field of Chicano history.22
Besides editing the New Mexico Historical Review, I offered courses in
western popular culture and western historiography. With research seminars in
western and borderlands history already spoken for by other faculty, I prepared
a readings seminar in western historiography that became part of the western
offerings for the next thirty years. Reflecting my research interests, I also built
professional bridges to the Department of American Studies through my focus
on popular images of the American West in literature, film, history, and art.23
The growing influx of western graduate students in the 1970s and 1980s
allowed for the expansion of western courses in the History Department.
In addition to the usual undergraduate classes in New Mexico, frontier
or western, Indian, southwestern, and Chicano history, graduate seminars
proliferated in these areas. In extraordinary years, the department offered as
many as five seminars in western history: western or frontier history (Ellis or,
later, Paul Andrew Hutton), American Indian history (Ellis or Connell-Szasz),
Spanish borderlands (Cutter or Kessell), western historiography (myself), and
Chicano history (Maciel). In addition, Nash’s seminar in modern U.S. history
often included a contingent of graduate students working in western history.
The lower and upper division courses in New Mexico, borderlands, and the
frontier or West drew especially large enrollments. Along the way, courses
in the twentieth-century West and western military history also proved to be
very popular with students.
Adding to the clear strengths among western specialists were other regional
topics that professors trained in foreign or other fields taught or researched.
Iberianist Robert Kern wrote about labor in the Southwest, Europeanist
Jake Spidle taught courses about and published on southwestern medicine,
and, most significantly, Americanist Ferenc Morton Szasz became a leading specialist in the study of science and religion in the American West.24
All these expansions and strengths, taken together, gave western professors
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and graduate students alike the feeling that they were living and working in
a regional-history showcase. Increasingly, UNM boosters, but others as well,
began to speak of the western section at New Mexico as the strongest in the
entire country. Those were heady times.
Westerners at UNM were also fortunate to enjoy other kinds of support.
None was more sustaining than Chair Jonathan Porter’s backing for the
western section. On occasion Porter, an Asianist, attended the WHA Annual
Conference, often met with the leading western scholars brought to campus
to deliver the Calvin Horn Lectures, and urged administrators to underwrite
western program needs. He once quipped at a huge informal gathering
during an annual WHA roundup that if a natural disaster wiped out those
in attendance, UNM would lose half its history faculty. Most important of
all, Porter urged the westerners to build on their strengths. When one of
the periodic departmental evaluations seemed to confirm the department’s
report that UNM hosted one of the—if not the—strongest remuda of western
historians, Porter spoke with me about doing something to highlight those
strengths. The department chairman suggested a “center for the American
West” to utilize the westerners’ strengths and call attention to their achievements. After hesitating, I accepted Porter’s challenge, and the Center for the
American West (later changed to the Center for the Southwest) opened in
1989. For more than twenty years, especially most recently under the able
leadership of Virginia Scharff, the Center has been a clearing house and
meeting place for western history at UNM (ill. 8).25
Even in these halcyon years of expansion and
achievement in the western section, a few drawbacks kept the western emphasis from being as
vigorous and far-reaching as it could have been.
Intersectional as well as intrasectional disputes
fractured collegial connections in the History Department. Some younger members of the American
section considered western history the refuge of
flabby minds and a field rife with outdated and
superficial historiography. They were bent on
keeping the westerners from gaining more institutional ground in the department. Unfortunately,
ill. 8. virginia scharff
the disputes spilled over among the westerners
(Photograph courtesy
themselves. So divisive were the conflicts during the
Virginia Scharff)
1970s and part of the 1980s that graduate students
were fearful of taking courses from professors lining up on either side of the
disputes. Students even had difficulty enlisting sufficient numbers of thesis
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or dissertation readers because some westerners refused to serve on the exam,
thesis, or dissertation committees of colleagues with whom they did not speak.
Doubly unfortunate, much of this destructive contention occurred when a
man with a hobby field in western history occupied the president’s office.
Seen in longer perspectives, these conflicts limited the western section and
kept it from becoming an even stronger unit.26
But, as it often does, change brought a partial remedy. Some of the
contentious folks left the department, and they were replaced with new
colleagues, who were not a party to the previous upsets. A new era of good
feelings settled over the western section. Kessell took the reins of the New
Mexico and Spanish borderlands courses and immersed himself in the
multivolume translation, annotation, and publication of the don Diego
de Vargas papers, the most ambitious editing project in that field in recent
times.27 Connell-Szasz increasingly expanded her work in Indian history,
particularly bringing ethnographic and comparative perspectives to bear
on her teaching and writing. Hutton took over the New Mexico Historical
Review in 1986, while offering courses in U.S. military and frontier history
that steadily grew to very large enrollments. Before Nash retired in 1995,
he was named Presidential Professor (1985–1990) and then Distinguished
Professor (1990–1995). During the academic year 1990/91, he was awarded
the prestigious Fulbright position of the George Bancroft Professor of
American History at the University of Göttingen in Germany. In the same
year, his contributions to western history were saluted when he was selected
president of the WHA.28
Although this contingent of westerners and those who followed were less
driven than Cutter and Ellis to push graduate students into the profession,
enrollments remained high in lecture courses and graduate seminars. New
colleagues brought fresh emphases from the late 1980s onward. Native
American, African American, Chicano, and women’s studies programs were
launched at UNM during the 1960s and 1970s, but the History Department
was slow to hire faculty in these fields. As early as the 1920s, Professor Coan
was prepared to teach Indian-white policy history, and so was Frank Driver
Reeve from the 1930s and 1940s onward, but little emphasis was placed in
the subject until the 1970s. Likewise, no historian of the Chicano experience came to UNM until the mid-1970s, and that subject at first failed to
entice many graduate students to enroll in courses on the topic. But after
Barbara Reyes arrived in 2000, Chicano history became more integral to the
western section of the department. A course or two on African Americans in
the American West was offered over the years, but no specialist in African
American history has ever been part of the department.29
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The field that did explode onto the scene was women’s studies. A few
courses were offered in the late 1980s, but western women’s history entered
center stage when Scharff and Elizabeth Jameson joined the department in
1989 and soon thereafter offered courses on western women.30 Along with
Jane Slaughter’s and Linda Hall’s courses focused on European and Latin
American women, UNM had launched a powerful program in women’s
history, with a major focus on women in the American West. Later, in 2004,
Cathleen D. Cahill added strength to the field in still other very important
ways, particularly in sociocultural emphases.
Even the traditional western courses underwent shifts in the 1990s.
When Samuel Truett came to UNM to teach the Southwest, he chose not
to emphasize primarily the Spanish-colonial borderlands that had been the
mainstay of Scholes, Cutter, and Kessell. Instead, Truett stressed the full history of the borderlands and borders from the earliest Spanish entradas to the
present. His own research dealt primarily with the U.S.-Mexico borderlands
from the mid-nineteenth to early twentieth centuries.31 Still another shift occurred when, after the retirements of Nash and myself, no specialist in the
twentieth-century West arrived to replace us. Generally these shifts in faculty
were not so much path-breaking as tinkering changes that kept traditional
western emphases in place but moved them in different directions.
In the late 1980s and early 1990s a flash flood of change enveloped western
historical writing. In the four-year period from 1987 to 1991, the new western
history washed over western historiography with little warning. Historians such
as Patricia Nelson Limerick, Richard White, and Donald Worster called for
a new kind of western history, one more analytical than narrative, one less
inclined to fall victim to the triumphalism of earlier Wild West historiography.
Practicing what they preached, Limerick in her widely mentioned book, The
Legacy of Conquest: The Unbroken Past of the American West (1987), and
White in his lengthy overview, “It’s Your Misfortune and None of My Own”:
A History of the American West (1991), produced probing analytical studies
of the regional West, with particular emphasis placed on race and ethnicity,
the environment, and the cupidity of western settlers, and with new stress on
class conflict and gender experiences. These writers markedly influenced the
teaching of western history from the late 1980s to the late 1990s. They came
to the UNM campus to speak, their books were assigned to western courses,
and their ideas were (and still are) bandied about in seminars and hallways.
But the UNM westerners, like many others nationally, were not unanimous
on these new trends. When the WHA met for the first time in Albuquerque in
1994, Executive Director Paul Hutton observed, “Our organization is divided
on this issue [of the new western history], and our meetings are lively.”32
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No one in the UNM History Department touted himself or herself as a
full-fledged new western historian, but one colleague did strongly dissent from
this new gospel in western historiography. Professor Nash’s reactions to the
new western history were clear, edged, and, for those historians who did not
know his background, often difficult to understand. Scion of a Jewish family
that fled Nazi Germany in 1937, Nash thought positively and patriotically
about his adopted country and its heritage. The United States had taken in
his family, given them refuge, and sustained them and his own work through
the doctorate at superb American universities. He could not agree with the
young western historians, whom he thought much too critical, undeservedly
so, of the United States. Nash labeled himself a “self-described ‘old curmudgeon’” who had “rebelled against the rebels, revised the revisionists.” When
his views surfaced in the public, the History Department received phone calls
asking if Nash’s position was a UNM point of view. It was not, of course, but
explanations of why Nash might think as he did seemed not to satisfy those
scholars whom he had criticized.33
In the generation from the late 1980s to the present, the achievements
of and recognitions for UNM westerners, faculty and graduates alike, drew
further attention to the program. I served as WHA president in 1998/99 and
Scharff followed in 2007/08, bringing to a total of four presidencies held
by UNM faculty, a number unrivaled by faculty in any other western program. Nominated in spring 2012, Connell-Szasz will likely add a fifth WHA
presidency in 2013 (ill. 9).34 Even more remarkable, two of UNM’s doctoral
graduates have been named WHA presidents: Weber in 1990/91 and Fireman
in 1997/98. And recently UNM Professor Hutton and even more recently
doctoral graduate Kevin Fernlund have served as the executive directors
of the WHA for more than a
combined twenty years. In addition, Hutton and Scharff have
been named Distinguished
Professor of History. Several
UNM doctoral graduates also
gained positions at major state
universities. These graduates
included, for example, Richmond Clow, George Moses,
Henrietta Whiteman, Charles
ill. 9. Ferenc Morton Szasz and
Cutter, Sandra Schackel, Jon
Margaret Connell-Szasz
Hunner, Durwood Ball, Bart
(Photograph courtesy Mike Wilkinson
Barbor, Andy Kirk, John HerPhotography)
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ron, Liping Zhu, Jeff Sanders, Rebecca Jager, and others. Still others landed
important positions in public history, worked as independent public historians
or in public history firms, or taught in the field, including Veronica Tiller,
Tom Chávez, Art Gómez, Hana Samek, Michael Welsh, Charles Rankin,
Sarah Payne, Hunner, and Kirk.
From the 1980s forward, as before, several persons and organizations were
indispensable supporters of the western section at the UNM History Department. Consider a handful of these partners. Chief among them was UNM
regent and historian Calvin Horn and, along the way, the Horn family. Their
establishment of the Calvin Horn Lectures in 1985 has brought dozens of
first-rate western authors to campus and led to the publication of several major
books under the imprint of the UNM Press. Beginning in 2002, the Horn
family also funded the Richard W. Etulain Lectures on Regional History,
which has supported presentations by UNM faculty working in a variety of
western fields.35 In recent years, Tobías Duran, director of the UNM Center
for Regional Studies, has funded fellowships for western history graduate
students and for student editorial assistants at the New Mexico Historical
Review, and supported initiatives in other western programs. Over the years,
the programs in Chicano studies (especially through the Southwest Hispanic
Research Institute), Native American studies, African American studies,
women’s studies, and American studies have also partnered with the History
Department. Perhaps the most notable collaboration of all has been with the
UNM Press, which has published dozens of books on western topics. For
more than thirty years, David V. Holtby acquired, shepherded, and touted
books on the American West. We UNM historians owe him a great deal for
his yeoman work in the western history field.
In short, the strong emphases on western history, begun nearly a century
ago at UNM, remain firmly in place. Indeed, so powerful has this concentration become that anyone acquainted with the college-level teaching and
scholarly writing about the American West would be forced to admit that the
University of New Mexico has hosted one of the premier programs—if not the
leading one—in this field during the past thirty to forty years. In its numbers
of faculty and enrolled graduate students, in its hundreds of published essays
and books, and in its distinguished master and doctoral students, the UNM
History Department ranks at the very top of western programs.36 Those clear,
persisting achievements are cause for celebration.
***
Yet, missed opportunities must be admitted and future goals laid out. UNM
should have worked more closely with its administrators and fund raisers
to establish an endowed chair in western history. Perhaps it would be well,
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to forestall any intradepartmental conflicts, to fund the chair and name a
recipient from outside the department in an underrepresented subject area
such as political history, environmental history, or one that offers perhaps
the best possibility of wide support, the history of science.
The section has not pushed much, either, for a comparativist in racial
or ethnic studies. In fact, the department has never had a member who was
trained or working in the field of comparative studies of race or ethnicity. It
should have such a scholar on its faculty, so that students—and colleagues—
would be encouraged to think more comparatively in those areas.
Too often within the department—and sometimes within the western section
itself—state and subregional history has been treated as a down-at-the-heelsbuffalo chip endeavor. Seen aright, however, such local studies, particularly
if viewed from Annalist or Namierist perspectives, could produce the kind
of in-depth case studies that have been illuminative and provocative in the
historical field since the Second World War.
Looking forward, I hope that westerners will keep their emphases broad
and diverse. Doctoral graduates should know the historiography of the field
and the many analytical approaches to the subject. But the western professors should not overlook the importance of instruction in narrative history,
particularly in the craft of writing. If David McCullough and Doris Kearns
Goodwin help us to see that trained scholars can also write for the general
public, we ought to do more to show our doctoral students how their dissertations can become their first book, written to be read, not merely to become
a professorial footnote or to prove historiographical fetishes.
In addition, graduate students deserve more classroom opportunities—
besides those of grading blue books and heading up discussion sections. They
need to be experienced teachers before they leave UNM—not only for the
practical reason of helping them land jobs but also to enhance the reputation
of the western section as preparers of teaching scholars.
Can we do more with limited resources? Most of my forty years in higher
education leans toward a negative answer. But I’m also convinced we can still
stretch ourselves to be even better teachers, scholars, and colleagues without
added financial support—if we choose that route. I recall my frustration
when telling a UNM dean that he and previous administrators lauded the
Anthropology, Psychology, American Studies, and other departments without
naming History among its front-rank departments. I told him that I thought
we had the best western section in the country. His reply: “Tell me about it,
tell your department chair to let me know about this achievement.” I thought
then—and still think—we never do enough to tout ourselves. Would you be
above telling current administrators about the strengths of the western sec-
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tion, above bragging about it and giving evidence of its excellence? I hope
not and urge you to do more to sound the tocsin for western history at UNM.
***
My final point: New York Times journalist Thomas Friedman has convinced
us that the world is indeed flat, more and more global, and similar in so many
of its interests, advancements, and needs, especially in the fields of technology
and economic advancement.37 Friedman’s world is less tied to the mountains
and valleys of its own individual interests. Although admittedly a giant leap,
a similar flattening characterizes much of the most recent decade of western
historical thinking and writing. The recent writings of Elliott West, Walter
Nugent, Virginia Scharff, and Albert Hurtado, among many others, illustrate
this historiographical flattening. Their articles and books seem less driven
by clash-and-conflict themes that have dominated the field since 1970. In
particular, Elliott West, in book after book and essay after essay, proves that
a new complex historiographical West has come on the scene. In moving
beyond the new western history, Professor West demonstrates that he and
others with similar approaches can deal with conflictive events and colliding
opinions and still provide a narrative of complexity that incorporates multiple
perspectives and contentions. West also advances a provocative new interpretation, which he calls the Greater Reconstruction. This fresh approach
demonstrates how westward expansion and the Civil War, once interpretively
conjoined, can reconfigure American history of the mid-nineteenth century.38
For the most part, the UNM westerners seem to be walking on this
complex, integrative path. Perhaps they have been doing so over the past
generation or two. In their teaching and writing, UNM’s western professors are neither throwbacks to the old nor spearheads of the new. They
occupy important and strategic midpoints between the traditional and the
avant-garde. Even when they have participated in pathbreaking areas such
as the twentieth-century West, ethnographic, women’s, environmental, or
transnational history, they have done so, by and large, in familiar story form.
They have become venturesome conservatives, flattening out the terrain
between the new and old, the narrative and the analytical, the well-trod and
the cutting edge. For some, this middle-of-the-road tendency may have been
the bane of existence; I consider it a major reason for the section’s superb
contributions. Most of the western contingent proves that they are aware of
the “flatness” of recent western historical writing, and they are advancing it.
Avoiding a hydroponic historiography nourished through windy assertions,
hyped conflicts, and hot-house distortions, UNM western historians, instead,
seem rooted in the fertile and stable ground of balance and breadth. So it
has been, so it can remain.
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Researching a Chinle Church Bell
problems of an unrecoverable past
Charlotte J. Frisbie

C

hurch bells do make the news now and then, as illustrated by a recent
article in the New Yorker entitled “The Bells: How Harvard Helped
Preserve a Russian Legacy.”1 While that article focuses on a set of bells
whose history is firmly entrenched in the narrative of Russian Orthodoxy,
this essay concerns a single bell, one whose story is deeply rooted in the
history of Franciscan missionary work among the Navajos during the past
century. The purpose of this article is to explicate the intriguing history
of this notable artifact and to highlight the methods used in the research
process, some of the problems encountered, and the lessons learned along
the way.
Background
I have been working on the Navajo Reservation for a number of decades,
most often in Chinle, Arizona.2 While my endeavors have had multiple
focuses, among the latest projects is one aimed at facilitating the restoration
of Chinle’s Annunciation Mission. This mission, the first in Chinle and the
second-oldest Roman Catholic mission on the reservation, was the first outpost
and outreach site developed by the Franciscans—who established their center
at St. Michaels, Arizona, in 1898 before looking for other communities in
299
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which to work starting in 1902. Chinle was chosen for a number of reasons,
not the least of which was the possibility of establishing a federal boarding
school there. A school was ordered built on 8 July 1909, with construction
starting in September a half mile from the mission site. Although building
was not yet complete, the school opened in April 1910, and continued to
operate through the construction of the remaining structures.
Like the boarding school, the Franciscan site was established over time,
starting in 1902 when Fr. Leopold Ostermann, OFM (1863–1930), and others
first visited the community. At a meeting held on 20 April 1903, the Franciscans secured local Navajo support for the idea of building a church in
Chinle. A possible location was surveyed and submitted by the Franciscans
through U.S. Indian Agent George W. Hayzlett to U.S. Commissioner of
Indian Affairs W. A. Jones. On 24 June 1903, Jones approved 160 acres of
land to be set aside for the project.3 Long before a permanent site for the
mission was selected, Father Leopold started conducting public Mass in
Chinle on 23 September 1903 in an old, abandoned two-room stone building (later incorporated into Garcia’s Trading Post). Almost two years later,
on 16 August 1905, ground was broken for the first building of the mission,
the friars’ residence/chapel. Father Leopold moved into the residence that
following January, before construction was finished. On 24 July 1907, the
structure was finally complete. Father Leopold spent most of the rest of his
days in Chinle, with a brother or two being sent to assist now and then. Fr.
Marcellus Troester, OFM (1898–1936), was added to the staff in 1907 but
was later transferred to Lukachukai to help Fr. Berard Haile, OFM.4 Other
priests came from St. Michaels to help Father Leopold with baptisms of
large groups and other events.
My initial interest in the history of Chinle’s Annunciation Mission developed while I was working on two life histories of Chinle residents between
1978 and 2001.5 Fr. Blane Grein, OFM, current pastor at Our Lady of Fatima
Parish in Chinle, arrived in Chinle in 1978 and has stayed ever since. We
became friends and, over time, decided to join forces to document the history of Franciscan endeavors in the community. In 2001, after publishing Tall
Woman, I started developing the documentation needed to get the mission
listed in the Arizona and National Registers of Historic Places with the help
of Father Blane. Having never prepared such a nomination, I had much to
learn from both the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and
the National Park Service (NPS) about the process.
Our work on the nomination had to be temporarily interrupted in 2003
when Father Blane and I started working on a publication to complement the
celebration of the Centennial of Our Lady of Fatima Parish, slated for October
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2005. This project involved not just planning the text and its organization,
but also raising money to defray the publishing expenses, assembling photographs and other illustrations along with permissions for their use, and
collecting letters of support from appropriate individuals in the Gallup
Diocese, the Province of Our Lady of Guadalupe in Albuquerque, New
Mexico, and the Province of St. John the Baptist in Cincinnati, Ohio.
It also entailed additional research to identify past and present staff and
developing a timeline to put Chinle events in the context of Navajo and
broader history. The printing was finished on 3 October 2005, just in time
for the Centennial Celebration in Chinle on 5 October 2005.6
Following this milestone, Father Blane and I went back to work on the
nomination for the historic register listings. After many revisions and discussions with SHPO, our packet was finally accepted for review at the Historic
Sites Review Committee (HSRC) meeting in Phoenix on 17 November
2006.7 The committee voted unanimously to place the property on the State
Register of Historic Places under the name “The Chinle Franciscan Mission
Historic District, located in Chinle, AZ.” The committee also recommended
that the nomination be forwarded to the Keeper of the National Register of
Historic Places in Washington, D.C., for inclusion in the National Register.
We were notified that the property had been listed on the National Register
of Historic Places on 5 June 2007.
The Chinle Franciscan Mission Historic District includes three buildings,
one site, and one object, to use NPS terminology. For National Register classification purposes, buildings refer to structures created primarily to shelter
human activities. Sites are locations that are considered to have historic,
cultural, or archaeological value. Objects are primarily artistic in nature or
small in scale and simple in construction. Although these may be movable,
they are associated with a specific setting or environment. The three buildings in the Chinle Franciscan Mission Historic District are the friary, the
Annunciation Mission, and the stone workshop and storage shed. The friary
was the first building erected on the site, with construction beginning on 16
August 1905, one day after the site was selected, and completed in 1907. It
began as a dual-purpose building, serving as a chapel and a residence, until
a separate church, the Annunciation Mission, was built in 1909/10. This
church, the second building on the National Register, is a one-and-a-half-story
sandstone-block building designed by Roy Bradley and was erected south of
the friary. It was in use by September 1910 but was not dedicated until 25
March 1912 on the Feast of the Annunciation. As the congregation grew and
the structure became too small, it was replaced by a cinder-block church
built north of the friary between 1 August 1959 and 27 March 1960. When
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the new church was dedicated on 27 March 1960, the name was changed to
honor Our Lady of Fatima. The third building on the National Register is
the stone workshop and storage shed, which was built between March and
August 1925 and stands directly south of the friary. Over time the workshop
and storage shed had various names reflecting its multiple functions: tool shed,
ice house, and, occasionally, morgue. Even today the building continues to
have many uses.8
The one site in the Chinle Franciscan Mission Historic District is the
original church cemetery located northwest of the Annunciation Mission.
According to church records, this cemetery is the final resting place for at
least ninety-five Navajos who died between 12 November 1907 and 11 November 1935, plus one more interred in 1938. The graves for these Navajo
men and women are unmarked according to traditional Navajo practices.9
The cemetery is now protected by the Native American Graves Protection
and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA). It is the first group cemetery and the first
Catholic cemetery in the community.10
The one object in the Chinle Franciscan Mission Historic District is the
church bell, which was cast in 1914. It is now at its fourth location on the
property, a separate tower constructed in 1997 to the north of the current
hogan-shaped sanctuary, which was built in the fall of 1989. Tracing this
bell’s history will be the focus of the remainder of this essay.
The Donor
The first order of business in documenting the history of the bell was to photograph and record the inscriptions on the bell itself. The side now facing
west reads, in raised block capital letters, “BUCKEYE BELL FOUNDRY
1914.” The side now facing east reads, “The E. W. Vanduzen Co. Cincinnati.”
Below these words are four lines of engraved printing in both upper- and
lowercase lettering:
St. Joseph
Chin Lee Arizona
Donated by Rev. Jos. Wernke
1914
It was common at the time for donors to name bells that they donated; in this
case, it is safe to assume that Rev. Joseph Louis Wernke named the Chinle bell
“St. Joseph.” Why he chose this particular name is unclear, although Joseph
was his own name and his first assignment after completing seminary was to
the St. Joseph Parish in Cincinnati. I have been unable to learn much about
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Reverend Wernke, despite contacting his alma mater, using various Catholic
records and indexes of personnel, searching the Marquette University archives
(a location whose importance will be touched on later in this article), and
contacting knowledgeable Franciscans at both St. Michaels and the Cincinnati Franciscan Archives. I have also been unable to unravel his connection
to Father Leopold and the work in Chinle; to the Franciscan Sisters of the
Poor; to their founder, Mother Katharine Drexel; or to Fr. Anselm Weber,
superior at St. Michaels. Perhaps while he was still in seminary or shortly
after he received his first assignments, Wernke was inspired by hearing a
lecture Father Anselm gave during one of the trips that he frequently made
to the East Coast and Midwest to raise money for Franciscan missions in the
Southwest.11
To say that tracing the history of Reverend Wernke has been difficult is
an understatement. Fr. Dan Anderson and the late Fr. Marcan Hetteberg,
both of the Franciscan Archives, Cincinnati, pointed out that Reverend
Wernke was not a regular Franciscan. Instead, he was more likely part of the
diocesan clergy for the Columbus Diocese in Ohio. I have been able to learn
that Wernke was born on 25 October 1883 in Cincinnati and ordained on 14
June 1912. He was first assigned to serve as an assistant at St. Joseph Parish in
Cincinnati on 22 June 1912 and at St. Peter’s Church or Parish in Chillicothe,
Ohio, on 1 September 1912. According to Don Schlegel, secretary of the
Catholic Record Society in Columbus, Wernke was assigned to a parish in
Wapakoneta, also in the Cincinnati Archdiocese, in 1919. His last assignment,
made on 2 September 1947, was as chaplain at the St. Aloysius Orphanage
in Cincinnati, where he died suddenly from a heart attack on 29 November
1958. Records shared with me by Don Buske, archivist for the Archdiocese of
Cincinnati, contained no information about any family Wernke might have
had, making a genealogical search impossible. These records did indicate,
however, that all his assignments had been in Ohio. Wernke left money to
the Bureau of Catholic Indian Missions through his will, the executor for
which was Rev. John Stentz. The law firm involved in drawing up the will
is now defunct and its executor deceased.
While Wernke’s name on the bell indicates he was its donor, the possibility that he might have provided the funding for the transportation of the bell
from the Cincinnati foundry to Chinle seems minimal at best. When the bell
was cast in 1914, Wernke was still a recent seminary graduate and had been
an assistant in two churches for only two years. Perhaps, as an advocate for
this bell, Wernke spearheaded fundraising for its journey, or maybe one or
more members of his family underwrote the costs of the freighting. We will
probably never know for certain.12
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Locations for the Chinle Bell
The three earliest photographs of the Chinle bell found to date come from
the Franciscan Archives at St. Michaels Mission. All three photographs can
be dated: 1924, pre-1926, and 1934. The image from 1924 shows a first communion class of Chinle Boarding School students accompanied by Father
Leopold, Father Marcellus, and Fr. Ambrose Kroger (ill. 1).13 In this picture,
the bell rests on the ground around the corner from the church’s front door
along the east end of the north wall. As the photograph indicates, the bell was
mounted on a wooden frame to which was attached a wheel, as illustrated
in a Vanduzen and Tift or Buckeye Bell Foundry catalog diagram (ill. 2).
Although we have yet to locate the first Annunciation Mission House
Chronicle, which documents the period from 1906 to 1934, it is clear from
the earliest available chronicle, 21 April 1934–20 February 1935 with notes
through 14 March 1937, that significant changes were made to the church
at the time. In 1935 the structure started to settle and the lintel cracked. In
response, a flange or wing wall of rough-cut sandstone blocks was constructed
between the friary and the church, extending from the northeast corner of
the church and the southeast corner of the friary. While the reasons for this
wall were not recorded in the house chronicle, it may have been built to help
stabilize the ground or to help with erosion or water control. The central
opening in this entrance wall permitted access between the two buildings
by horses, wagons, automobiles, trucks, church buses, and pedestrians.
After the wall was built, the bell in its stanchion was moved from the ground
to the top of the wall beside the friary (ill. 3).14 In the fall of 1936, Fr. Anselm
Sippel, Br. Gotthard Schmidt, and Navajo workers started doing stabilization
work by hauling in rock and sand and making a cement foundation for the
church, extending it six inches from the building. They made the foundation
six inches deep, using rocks thrown into the trench, and filled the cracks with
ill. 1. first communion class of chinle
boarding school students in 1924,
chinle, arizona, accompanied by frs.
leopold ostermann, marcellus troester,
and ambrose kroger
Note presence of bell in st anchion on
ground beside northeast wall of the
Annunciation Mission.
(Photograph courtesy The Archives of the
Franciscan Province of Our Lady of Guadalupe of Albuquerque, New
Mexico, Provincial Archive no. C539a13-2 R2344)
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ill. 2. catalog diagram from
vanduzen and tift or buckeye bell
foundry, both in cincinnati
Described as “Tear sheet illustrating
information about bells cast before 1931.”
(Photograph courtesy Robert Verdin)

ill. 3. father pius winter with faithful companion, poncho
Father Pius st anding by flange wall where bell in its st anchion rested
until it was moved into the tower of the new cinder-block church
on 19 December 1959. (Photograph courtesy the late Father Marcan
Hetteberg, Franciscan Archives, Cincinnati, Ohio)

adobe mud. In November the church walls were bound together with iron tie
rods or cables to stabilize the structure further. A date of 1936 is recorded in the
cement plates on the northeast corner of the exterior wall of the church, where
the four cables, running east-west and north-south, are anchored. Despite all
these efforts, over the years the south wall has bowed.
The bell remained in its stanchion on the wall jutting out from the friary
until 1959/60, when “Fr. Pius’s cinder-block church” was built to the north
of the friary. As documented in the house chronicle, a crane was hired to
move the bell on 19 December 1959 from the flange wall beside the friary to
a bell tower built on the south side of the cinder-block church, to the left of
the front door (ill. 4). At that time, the bell was equipped with a stationary
swinging bell-rocker system. The church was dedicated on 27 March 1960
and named Our Lady of Fatima, with Annunciation Mission henceforth
referring only to the original stone church.15
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ill. 4. bell in its tower on south side of cinder-block church
dedicated as our lady of fatima church on 27 March 1960
(Photograph courtesy The Archives of the Franciscan Province of Our Lady of
Guadalupe of Albuquerque, New Mexico, Provincial Archive no. C539a1-21 R5857)

The cinder-block church was demolished in the summer of 1989 and
replaced by a large hogan-shaped church built in the fall of that year. The
church was first used on 24 December 1989 and dedicated on 3 June 1990.16
The architectural plans, drawn up by architect Ed Preston in collaboration
with Father Blane, called for a separate bell tower slightly to the north. Before
demolition work began on the cinder-block church in June 1989, everything
associated with the bell was taken down except for the rope used to ring the
bell, which was thrown away. Father Blane and Fr. Hilary Brzezinski, along
with a few other men, worked to loosen the bell, swing it out from the tower,
and lower it by ropes into the bed of a pickup truck. There, the iron wheel
was removed and the entire apparatus was taken to the old stone church.
Reportedly, after the bell was stored in the old stone church for a number of
years, Big Mike’s Construction Company in Gallup, New Mexico, was hired
in May 1997 to construct the current bell tower based on designs by Preston
and Father Blane. The latter secured four poles from the Navajo Tribal Utility
Authority (NTUA) and had them and the bell delivered to the construction
company in Gallup so that the necessary measurements—the length of the
bolt, the size of the top of the tower, the bell’s suspension, the screens, and
so forth—could be ascertained.17
The construction of the tower took several months. Once completed, a
flatbed trailer truck was used to transport the tower to Chinle on 1 September
1997, where another two and a half weeks were spent positioning and erecting
it on the ground prepared by the contractor, Walter McBride. Metal collars
and braces were used to support the inward-angled logs. A crane lifted the
tower (minus the bell) and nine or ten yards of concrete anchored it in place.
Initially, the screens at the top were painted the four sacred colors associated
with the four directions (white, turquoise, yellow, and black). Because the
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colors were not visible from the ground, they were never refurbished as they
faded over time.
When designing the new bell tower, Father Blane had decided to add to
the bell a mechanical system complete with speakers known as an electronic
carillon. This meant that while the bell retained its clapper, it would no
longer “ring.” He ordered the system from the Verdin [Bell] Company in
Cincinnati. The system and its four speakers necessitated running an electrical conduit to the top of the tower. McBride had to build a box for the system,
pull wires to the top of the tower, and connect them through a conduit box on
the side of the church into the sacristy, where the junction box for the system
is located. After the tower had been in place for about two weeks, McBride’s
workers came to install the bell and the four speakers into the screened area
at the top of the tower. The bell and its curved mounts are iron; the top of the
bell was anchored to a four-by-four-foot steel plate by a large nut. This plate
formed the bottom of the screened cage on the tower’s top and was bolted to
the four logs that braced the tower at that junction. The bell was installed
on 18 September 1997, and the whole system was operational that day. While
Robert Verdin, CEO of the Verdin Company, had suggested installing the
speakers so that one faced each of the four directions, the design of the top of
the tower and the placement of the screens made it impossible to do so without
removing the screens, which no one favored. Thus, two speakers were bolted
together and installed facing east, while the other two were bolted together
and installed facing west.18
According to Father Blane, in the fall, the parish held a celebratory Mass
for two purposes: to commission five lay ministers in the Diocese of Gallup,
and to bless the bell in its new tower and the new electronic carillon, officially called the Verdin Singing Tower Carillon.19 The celebration was on
12 October 1997 and Bp. Donald Pelotte officiated. Father Blane remembers
standing outside in nice fall weather with the bishop and Fr. Pio O’Connor
(in Chinle 1994–1998) before Mass started, a memory solidified because
something went wrong when a parishioner tried manually to ring the bell
and it pealed continually throughout the prayer for the blessing of the bell.20
The bell continues to hang in this tower to the north of the hogan church,
its fourth location since arriving in Chinle sometime between 1914 and 1924
(ill. 5).
Uses of the Chinle Bell
Although we may never know how the bell was originally used or when it
was previously rung while it hung in its stanchion beside the Annunciation
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ill. 5. bell in its present tower
north of the current hogan
church with annunciation
mission in background
(Photograph by and courtesy of
Douglas Hamm, photographic
artist, Roosevelt, Arizona, c. 2000)

Mission, various articles by Franciscans stationed at other missions on the
reservation frequently refer to the ringing of the mission bell to call people
to church. In Chinle, the only reference to the ringing of the bell, at least in
the house chronicles located to date, is in a nonchurch context. That reference occurs in a notation by Fr. Pius Winter, who arrived “to take charge”
in Chinle on 8 August 1957.21 The entry, dated 31 December 1957, notes first
that a hepatitis epidemic had resulted in quarantines, and only private New
Year’s Eve parties were being held. He continues, “At midnight the church
bell was rung throughout Chinle on the back of a jeep.” He did not note
whether the other priest in Chinle at that time, Fr. Maxim Lannert (in Chinle
1954–1958), was with him or was driving the jeep. No further information
about the event was recorded, and if Father Pius “rang in the New Year” in
this fashion the following year, it was not noted in the house chronicle. The
mission bell was no longer available to travel around in the mission’s jeep
by 10 December 1959, when the crane hoisted the bell up into the new bell
tower by the front door of the new cinder-block church.22
Wanting to learn more about the uses of the bell from Franciscans at St.
Michaels, I met and became friends with Fr. Daniel Wefer in 1990, before
I started working with Father Blane. Father Dan, who had been in Chinle
from 1950 to 1955, was deeply interested in church mission bells, and we had
many discussions about them over the years. During one such discussion
on 21 September 1991, he emphasized that bells at Catholic missions were
used not just to call people to Mass but also to accompany the Angelus, a
traditional prayer performed at 6:00 AM, noon, and 6:00 PM daily. Producing
a copy of the Angelus used at the church, Father Dan marked the text to
indicate when the bell would be tapped, where the pauses occurred, and
when it would be rung with a swinging motion.23 Current St. Michaels
employee Cathy Pierce says that while she is at work at St. Michaels during
the weekdays, the bell is rung at noon for the Angelus and for five to ten
minutes before Mass each day, with the amount of time varying depending
on which priest is saying Mass. The bell at St. Michaels has mechanical
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speakers in the tower but is not programmed and continues to be rung by
hand.24
In Chinle, a photograph from the 1940–1944 period, when the bell was on
the flange wall near the friary, suggests that the bell was rung as the resident
priest was on his way from the friary to the Annunciation Mission for Mass
(ill. 6). After Father Blane came to Chinle in 1978 (when parishioners were
using the cinder-block church built in 1959/60), he rang the bell thirty minutes before and immediately before the 9:00 AM Mass, getting vested during
that time. He often had to go over to the church early because he would see
that the rope was off its wheel or was tangled up over the wheel in the tower.
This was most often true after an evening when various community groups
had been using the church hall for roller-skating. When the rope did need
fixing, Father Blane had to get a ladder, climb up, and do the job before he
could ring the bell.25

ill. 6. calling the people
Father Francis Borgman on his way to Mass at the Annunciation
Mission with Br. Gotthard Schmidt ringing the bell from its location
on the flange wall next to the friary.
(Photograph courtesy The Archives of the Franciscan Province of Our
Lady of Guadalupe of Albuquerque, New Mexico, Provincial Archive
no. C539a3-1 R5298)

Unanswered Questions
While it was possible to learn much about the bell now in the tower at Our
Lady of Fatima Church, certain questions remain. These questions all relate
to the bell’s arrival in Chinle: who funded the bell’s journey from the foundry
to the Annunciation Mission and when? What was the cost? What was the
route and what means of transport were used?
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Who Funded the Bell’s Journey from the Foundry to the Annunciation
Mission?
I uncovered no information suggesting that the donor, Reverend Wernke,
followed the common practice of underwriting the bell’s trip from the foundry
in Cincinnati to its final destination. No information supports the idea that
family members paid for it, either totally or in part with the donor. Turning elsewhere, I originally thought that the answer might be the Marquette
League, but now that seems unlikely.
The Marquette League
The Marquette League was heavily involved in supporting the development
of Catholic missions during the early decades of the twentieth century.
Incorporated on 11 May 1904, the league by 1920 had reportedly provided
for fifty-five chapels, all substantial buildings, simple and well suited for the
districts in which they were located.26 The league’s activities were supported
by members and by various priests who helped raise money during church
services and supported dignitaries’ fund-raising lectures. While the league
originated in New York and had branches throughout the East Coast and
Midwest, it worked in conjunction with the Bureau of Catholic Indian
Missions in distributing funds.27 The Marquette League operated from 1904
to 1992 and produced a newsletter, the Calumet, from 1913 to 1958. In 1992
the league ceased to exist due to the deaths of office holders and declining
membership. Its records were donated to Marquette University in Milwaukee,
Wisconsin, by the league’s director, Msgr. Thomas A. Modugno of New York
City. 28 After ascertaining that the records were now housed in the archives at
Marquette University, I spent a week there in the summer of 2007.
The records prove that the Marquette League helped finance the building of the Annunciation Mission to such an extent that it earned the right to
name the mission in 1911. Records also document that the league paid the
debts remaining after the church’s construction.29 Thus, it seems logical to
conclude that the league was also responsible for underwriting the transportation of the bell from the foundry to Chinle. I was hoping to find proof of
this in the league’s records as well as an indication that Reverend Wernke
was among the group’s members.
As it turned out, the meeting minutes of the league were incomplete; the
minutes for the period from 18 June 1907 to 17 June 1919 were missing, including those from the time period most important to my research. On the advice
of archivist Mark Thiel, I contacted Monsignor Modugno. He was unable to
shed any light on the reason for the gap in the minutes at the archive. A search
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of the other relevant records produced only the mention of Wernke’s death
and his bequest to the Bureau of Catholic Indian Missions. Nowhere did I
find a Marquette League membership list for any year. Further, although the
names of some members were mentioned from their involvement in issues
recorded in the minutes, Wernke’s name was not among them. Information
about Chinle was minimal beyond what was already published about the
league’s involvement in the 1909/10 construction, naming, and payment of
the debt associated with the building of the Annunciation Mission after its
dedication in 1912. I found no reference to the bell or even consideration of
financing its transportation to Chinle after it was cast in 1914. However, given
the gap in the Marquette League minutes from 1907 through mid-June 1919,
it is impossible to draw any conclusions about potential league underwriting
or involvement in the bell’s journey from the foundry to Chinle.
These gaps in the historical record are particularly frustrating given what
is known about the bell at the St. Isabella Mission (now St. Isabel’s) in Lukachukai, Arizona. St. Isabella is a sister church to the one at Chinle, built
slightly later by the same contractor and with the same architectural plans.
The donation of a bell to St. Isabella is well documented in an article written by Father Marcellus for the Franciscan Missions of the Southwest that
details the history of the mission, its financial backers, and its dedication
festivities. In Lukachukai, the bell was donated by a Miss Condon, whose
father, James J. Condon, gave a large enough endowment to earn the right
to name the mission during construction. The bell was consecrated with
a special ceremony and documented with a photograph that appeared in
Father Marcellus’s article.30 I searched through Father Anselm’s materials in
Cincinnati and records at Marquette University to see whether the Condon
family might have given another bell, but nowhere is there any indication
that the Condons had ties to the bell at the Annunciation Mission in Chinle.
If some other private individual underwrote the transportation of the
Chinle bell, it seems likely that the sponsor would have been identified
at least in the records of the Marquette League or the Bureau of Catholic
Indian Missions. The latter contained no such information. One also might
expect the Catholic publications of that time to have named the sponsor,
especially the ones that carried news of the missions on various American
Indian reservations. None of these—Calumet, Indian Sentinel, Padres’ Trail,
Franciscan Missions of the Southwest—carried a notice of Wernke’s donation
and appropriate thanks, which seems strange. However, it is not strange that
an article on the Annunciation Mission, including its supporters and dedication, written by Father Leopold in 1914 did not mention the bell; in Chinle,
the dedication of the mission took place two years before the bell was even
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cast. What is sad, however, is that when Reverend Wernke donated the bell
and it was delivered in Chinle, the arrival was not heralded with a publicized
dedication and consecration of the bell.
If a private individual underwrote the transportation, the sponsor probably
would have been identified and thanked in the media, one of the established
Catholic publications, the Marquette League’s records, or those of the Bureau
of Catholic Indian Missions, all of which were examined for this decade.
None proved fruitful.
Foundry Records
Having exhausted the possibility that the Marquette League records might be
helpful, I next turned to foundry records. While working on the particulars
of the Chinle bell, I decided to increase my knowledge of casting in the
United States and thus read a number of books about foundries in America,
leading families in the manufacture of church bells, competition among the
manufacturers, and other related subjects. Carl S. Zimmerman, a campanologist in St. Louis, Missouri, expanded my reading list when I contacted
him in 2007. (Personally, as a church organist and handbell player, I found
the literature fascinating.)
There was a Franciscan tie even to this topic. In the course of visiting St.
Michaels each time I was in the Southwest, I had established friendships with
a number of Franciscans. The late Frs. Conall Lynch, Caron Vollmer, and
Wefer were particularly interested in discussing the Chinle bell. As mentioned
earlier, Father Dan had a deep interest in all kinds of church bells, and we
exchanged information about some Pueblo bells on more than one occasion,
a topic of special interest to my husband, Ted. Father Dan ended up visiting
my husband and me at our Illinois farm on his way to and from Cincinnati
several times in 1990 and 1991 while he was stationed at St. Michaels and
before his death on 19 May 1992. Father Dan brought and sent me several
articles about bells in various Native American mission churches. He also
gave me a copy of “Verdin—the Name Rings a Bell,” an article on Robert
Verdin from 1991.31
I was able to get in touch with Verdin through his good friend Father
Marcan of the Cincinnati Franciscan Archives, who was a major resource
until his death on 15 April 2004. Verdin first sent me some very helpful general
information about foundries and provided reading suggestions, and later,
answered some specific questions.32
After reading sources suggested by Verdin to learn about foundries in
the United States, including L. Elsinore Springer’s That Vanishing Sound
(1976), I drafted my understanding of the history of the Cincinnati foundries
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and asked Zimmerman to critique it. I now can say with certainty that the
Buckeye Bell Foundry, established in 1837 by George Washington Coffin, was
the longest-lasting bell and brass foundry in Cincinnati. While its ownership
and management changed several times, the name Buckeye Bell Foundry
was used consistently from 1837 to 1950. Located at 164 East Second Street
in Cincinnati, the foundry mainly produced church bells and, secondarily,
ship bells, as well as other types of bells, including plantation bells. The
information Verdin sent to me states that the Buckeye Bell Foundry “manufactured volumes of bells, evidently all bronze and using a large opening at
the top (4–5” in diameter) which was gripped by a pair of cast iron disks
used for hanging the bell.” In the early 1860s, Ezra Williams Vanduzen and
Cornelius Tacitus Tift were junior partners in G. W. Coffin & Company.
When G. W. Coffin retired c. 1865, Vanduzen and Tift took over and the
business became Vanduzen & Tift. When Tift died in 1894, Vanduzen
became the principal owner, changing the name to the E. W. Vanduzen
Company. Reportedly when this foundry closed in 1950, it was purchased by
James Homan, who established the James Homan Foundry in Cincinnati in
1954. Homan reportedly sold much of Vanduzen’s equipment, records, and
bells to the I. T. Verdin Company in Cincinnati in 1955. The I. T. Verdin
Company was established in 1842 as a clock tower business by two French
brothers who migrated from Alsace, France, to Cincinnati in 1837. According
to the foundry list Verdin provided, in 1984 the I. T. Verdin Company was
located at 2021 Eastern Avenue in Cincinnati.
As a firm, I. T. Verdin never cast its own bells until very recently, when, in
2003, the company was awarded a contract by the state of Ohio for a trailermounted foundry that would enable casting of a ceremonial bell in each of the
eighty-eight counties of the state as part of Ohio’s bicentennial. According to
Zimmerman, all of the ceremonial bells are untuned and weigh in at about 250
pounds.33 From the start, the Verdin Company had its bells cast by the Dutch
foundry Petit & Fritsen, located in Aarle-Rixtel, Holland, the Netherlands. This
practice is still being followed as of 19 September 2011, although the Verdin
website suggests that the company is making at least some of its own bells after
expanding in 2011 to a new manufacturing foundry facility.34
Verdin discovered that while the records in his possession go back to the beginning of the 1900s, many that we needed for the 1914–1924 period were among
those that “had been lost in the great Cincinnati flood of 1937.”35 The flood
damaged some Vanduzen records beginning with those that dated from May
1911; earlier records are unaffected. Those post-1911 documents that survived
identify no specific bells or purchasers for 1914. They also neither prove nor
disprove the possibility that one of Reverend Wernke’s other churches acquired
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a new bell in 1912, thus freeing one up for potential recasting. The remaining
records do, however, make clear that the Chinle bell was cast in 1914. They
describe the bell as “cast bronze, 24” [inches] in diameter and consisting of
80% copper and 20% tin which is a mixture of the metal to cast this particular
bell.”36
Most recently, Verdin and his staff helped me reconstruct the local geography surrounding the foundries as I attempted to understand transportation
options in the 1914–1924 period. In the course of those discussions, Verdin
pointed out that it was common in the twentieth century for foundries to
deliver bells, once cast, within two months to the site for which they were
destined. If so, the St. Joseph bell should have reached Chinle in 1914–1915.
Knights of Columbus
Another possible underwriter of the bell’s transportation to Chinle is the
Knights of Columbus (K of C) in Cincinnati. Records show that Reverend
Wernke belonged to one of the K of C chapters in Cincinnati at that time.37
Father Conall, shortly before his death on 22 June 2006, insisted that the
Cincinnati K of C had supplied the funding for the transportation of the
Chinle bell. I have found no documentation to support that assertion. Father
Marcan seemed to think Father Conall’s hypothesis was a good possibility,
one that should be pursued, but just as he started to do so, Father Marcan
passed away suddenly on 15 April 2004. Since then, my attempts to get any
help with this question from any of the five extant K of C chapters now in
Cincinnati have been unsuccessful.38
Means of Transport and Route of Journey from Foundry
Given the fact that we know the bell traveled sometime after it was cast in
1914 and before it was included in a photograph of a first communion group
in Chinle on 27 April 1924, it was clearly transported at some point between
these dates. It would seem, given the Cincinnati location of the Buckeye
Foundry (later, as indicated above, the E. W. Vanduzen Company), that
transportation was probably from there to Gallup by rail. When I discussed
this idea with Verdin in 2009, he concurred, stating that in the twentieth
century bells were commonly shipped by train.39
Verdin and I also discussed whether the shipping could have been partly
by boat. Cincinnati was a well-known port in the early twentieth century;
many boat builders were located there, and the Ohio River was frequently
described as full of steamboats, cargo boats, and barges hauling freight to many
places. The Miami and Erie Canal system also was initially located there,
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and many businesses were positioned near or on canals to expedite moving
their products to the river. Eventually rail transportation took precedence.
Verdin agreed that there is probably no way to know whether the Chinle bell
spent any time on a barge before its transfer to a rail car. However, he said
that “his best guess” would be that the railroad had been the main mode of
transportation from Cincinnati to Gallup.40
If the bell were shipped by rail, it probably would have arrived in Gallup for final transportation to Chinle by a freighter’s wagon. It seems likely
that the bell’s arrival would have been mentioned by the Gallup (N.Mex.)
Independent or other local newspapers of the time, such as the Carbon City
(N.Mex.) News, since it would have been rather “unusual” freight. At the Gallup Public Library in the fall of 2008, I hoped to review the local newspapers
from 1914 through 1924. None, however, was available online or through
interlibrary loan. Additionally, the Gallup Library does not have a complete
run of the newspapers that served Gallup during that decade. I decided to
return at a later date to research the newspapers the library did have in its
special collections.
In the meantime, before attending the Navajo Studies Conference in
March 2009 at Shiprock, Arizona, I went to the Center for Southwest Research
(CSWR) at the University of New Mexico (UNM) to look for the business
records of C. N. Cotton, owner of a trading post on the reservation and of a
mercantile company in Gallup, thinking perhaps Cotton or an associate was
involved in transporting the bell to Chinle. The Gross, Kelly & Company, a
mercantile company located in Santa Fe, bought Cotton out in 1930 and later
donated the company’s papers to the CSWR. While a review of this collection
led nowhere, my time at the CSWR was not a waste. I learned that UNM had
secured a grant in the mid-1990s supporting the “New Mexico Newspaper
Project,” designed to transfer New Mexico newspapers to microfilm.41 Because
of this project, the Gallup newspapers I needed for my research were in fact
available through interlibrary loan. Thus, from April through July 2009, I
was able to do regular research on microfilm at my local library in Illinois.42
These newspapers published all kinds of interesting railroad news items
and documented people and products moving through Gallup by rail. They
ranged from soldiers and socialites to Indian traders and immigrants to oranges
and apples to lumber and other items. The newspapers also printed plenty
of news about traders, trading posts, Gallup society, and various Franciscans,
including news of Father Leopold’s Silver Jubilee on 23 June 1915, guests in
attendance (a piece of history I have yet to find documented in any of the
Franciscan literature), and the fact that Father Leopold celebrated with a trip
east.43 Chinle made the news with some regularity, including the decision on
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22 January 1916 by the M. E. Kirk and Company to build a combined store
and hotel in Chinle, and as of 4 March 1916 to locate it—“the Big House”—
across from the Annunciation Mission.44 By 15 July 1916, work at the store/
hotel was progressing, with the rock foundation of the cellar and building
completed and adobe bricks for the walls already made. On 22 July 1916, the
Carbon City (N.Mex.) News announced that the store would occupy the
basement of the building and the hotel would be in the upper story.45 The
Gallup (N.Mex.) Independent heralded trader Mike Kirk’s wedding to Mrs.
Carry Noel at the Annunciation Mission. The ceremony was performed with
an 8:00 AM Mass by Father Leopold on 15 November 1916 and followed by a
breakfast reception in the dining room at the federal boarding school where
Noel had been teaching for two years. While their wedding was not the first
at the Annunciation Mission, it was surely one of the early ones.46
While all of this information about the mission and Chinle was enlightening and enjoyable to discover, I was not able to find any mention of the
dedication of Chinle’s Annunciation Mission on 25 March 1912 or of the
bell’s arrival in Gallup either by rail or by freight in the newspapers that are
extant. I supplemented my search by reading Carolyn C. Volpe’s The History and People of Gallup, New Mexico, 1889–1919 (2004), but it provided
no information on the Chinle bell. It is possible that the bell’s arrival was
recorded in one of the issues no longer available; equally possible is that it
was not recorded.
Another possibility for discovering the particulars of the bell’s journey
would be through investigating the freight tickets from Gallup to Chinle.
Freighters included a variety of local Navajos who hauled goods for the railroad, individual business people, traders, wholesale warehouses, and other
stores in Gallup. These freighters took supplies, food, tools, and other merchandise to St. Michaels, other missions, boarding schools, and the various
trading posts that were still being established on the Navajo Reservation in
the early twentieth century.47 Among the store owners were C. N. Cotton, Ed
Hart, and J. L. Hubbell. Any freighter who hauled the bell from the Gallup
railroad terminal to the Annunciation Mission in Chinle might also have
transported other merchandise while making such a trip. In addition, any
freighter involved might have been hired by another merchandise company,
or trader, or even the Franciscans themselves. I thought it possible that the
Hubbell papers, available at the Hubbell Trading Post National Historic Site
in Ganado, Arizona, would contain the freight tickets for some of these operations. Martha Blue, the main authority on the Hubbell papers, agreed that the
only way to find out would be to examine the documents.48 Ed Chamberlin
of the Hubbell Trading Post arranged for an intensive search of the Hubbell
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papers for any mention of the freighting of the bell to Chinle between 1914
and 1924, but there was no such mention.49
As far as I know, no archive collection houses freight information connected to trips made by individual freighters, Navajos, or others. There also
is no house chronicle for the Annunciation Mission dating before 1934. Since
bells were commonly delivered to their destination one or two months after
being cast, future research into the time and route of the bell’s journey from
the foundry to Chinle might safely be restricted to 1914–1915. It may be useful
to remember that World War I started in the summer of 1914, and that the
records at Our Lady of Fatima indicate that Father Leopold presented his
first big group for baptism and communion in Chinle on 3 May 1914 with
Father Marcellus and Fr. Egbert Fischer helping to officiate. If only we had a
photograph of that group from May 1914, it would be possible to see if the bell
was already on the ground to the right of the front door of the Annunciation
Mission, as it is in the 1924 photograph. Clearly I have too many “if onlys.”
Summary
The purpose of this essay has been twofold. The first was to share the history
of this interesting artifact, an “object” that was included as one of five contributing components in the successful nomination of the Chinle Franciscan
Mission Historic District to the National Register of Historic Places in June
2007. The second purpose was to illustrate how it is possible to come to the
end of an extensive, intensive multiyear research project still with unanswered
questions. I know of no way to surmount problems caused by records that
are “just gone” or that have been lost to floods, fires, or constant changes of
location, as well as those problems caused by variable individual definitions
of what should be recorded, saved, and archived. In the case of the Chinle
bell, many loose ends concern its journey from the foundry in Cincinnati to
the Annunciation Mission. Who, individually or as part of a group, financed
the transportation? What route or routes did the bell take from Cincinnati to
Chinle? When did the journey begin and exactly when did the bell arrive at
the Annunciation Mission? How was the bell transported and who provided
the transportation? Also remaining are unanswered questions about Reverend
Wernke and his connection to the Franciscan efforts on the Navajo Reservation, specifically in Chinle, Arizona.
It is clear that opportunities to examine the Fr. Berard Haile and other
Franciscan papers and the Hubbell Collection at the University of Arizona’s
Special Collections might be fruitful. The same might be true of work in
other archives, such as those found at Northern Arizona University’s Cline
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Library’s Special Collections, which house, among other things, the papers of
Sam Day, a well-known trader who opened a post in Chinle at the mouth of
Canyon de Chelly in 1902 and was a good friend of the Franciscans. Spending time in the Franciscan Archives in Cincinnati might also be valuable.
Maybe one or more of these places contain documents that would lead to
some answers.50
Acknowledgments
Since this essay has been in preparation for quite some time due to a variety
of unavoidable circumstances, many people have helped me with suggestions, data, and reading drafts. I would like to publicly thank the following:
Fr. Blane Grein, OFM, Our Lady of Fatima Parish; my research colleagues J.
Richard Haefer, Klara Kelley, Martha Blue, David Brugge, Kathy M’Closkey,
Steve Jett, Jim Faris, and Ted Frisbie; Ed Chamberlin, Hubbell Trading Post
National Historic Site; Fr. Dan Anderson, Br. Allan Schmitz, and the late Fr.
Marcan Hetteberg, Franciscan Archives, Cincinnati; Cathy Pierce and Fr.
Ron Walters, Franciscan Archives, St. Michaels; the late Frs. Conall Lynch,
Caron Vollmer, and Daniel Wefer, St. Michaels Mission; Robert Verdin,
CEO, and Kim Campbell, Verdin Company; Mark Thiel, Archivist, and
Jesse Davis, Special Collections, Marquette University; Robert Spindler,
Archivist, ASU Special Collections; Ann Massman and Mike Kelly, Center
for Southwest Research at the University of New Mexico; Deidre Johnson and
Chris Bullock, Lovejoy Library, Southern Illinois University Edwardsville;
the staff at the Edwardsville Public Library; Rebecca Vogler and Karen Witt,
Special Collections Library, University of Missouri, Columbia; the office
staff of Msgr. Thomas A. Modugno, Church of St. Monica, New York; Don
Schlegel and Mary Hauslbetz, Catholic Record Society, Columbus, Ohio;
Don Buske, Archivist, Archdiocese of Cincinnati; Sr. Adelaide Link SFP,
Cincinnati, Ohio; Franciscan Partner Larry Audette, Chinle, Arizona; Carl
S. Zimmerman, Campanologist, St. Louis, Missouri; and Michael Kelly,
Railroad Specialist, Dorsey, Illinois. Additionally, I express gratitude to the
two anonymous scholars who critiqued the essay during its review stage. Their
comments and questions, as well as those of the journal’s editor led to productive revisions. Any remaining errors, of course, are my sole responsibility.
Notes
1. Elif Batuman, “The Bells: How Harvard Helped Preserve a Russian Legacy,” New
Yorker, 27 April 2009, 22–29. One of the strange twists of fate that happened while I
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was working on this project occurred when our local newspaper, the Edwardsville
(Ill.) Intelligencer, featured two photographs on the front page on 10 April 2001 with
the byline, “The Bell is Back.” After the completion of a new addition to the parish,
St. Andrews Episcopal Church, Edwardsville, had just reinstalled a bell that had
been in storage since 1977. A crane was shown lowering the bell, which was created by the Buckeye Bell Foundry in 1875, into the recently constructed tower. The
byline also states that Episcopal churches usually ring the bell thirty minutes and
five minutes before a service and at the Eucharist. A colleague of mine at Southern
Illinois University Edwardsville, Charles Schweitzer, was credited with spearheading the fund-raising to make the tower possible, and was pictured signing one of the
support beams during the bell-raising. Further conversations with the Verdin Bell
Company’s CEO, Robert Verdin, revealed that St. Andrew’s bell was 38 inches in
diameter, weighed one thousand pounds, and had been automated in 2004.
The name of the community of Chinle had various spellings in the early years. Most
common were Chin Lee and ChinLee. The official spelling was decided on in 1941,
and since then has been Chinle, the spelling first used by the U.S. Indian Service. See
Charlotte J. Frisbie, ed., Tall Woman: The Story of Rose Mitchell, a Navajo Woman,
c. 1874–1977 (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 2001), 398n3.
Robert L. Wilken, Anselm Weber, OFM: Missionary to the Navaho (Milwaukee, Wis.:
Bruce Publishing Company, 1955), 109–19.
See Charlotte J. Frisbie, “Fr. Berard Haile, O.F.M., Anthropologist and Franciscan
Missionary,” in Anthropology’s Debt to Missionaries, ed. Leonard Plotnicov, Paula
Brown, and Vinson Sutlive, Ethnology Monographs, no. 20. (Pittsburgh, Penn.:
University of Pittsburgh Department of Anthropology, 2007), 47–63.
Frank Mitchell, Navajo Blessingway Singer: The Autobiography of Frank Mitchell,
1881–1967, ed. Charlotte J. Frisbie and David P. McAllester (Tucson: University of
Arizona Press, 1978; Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 2003); and Frisbie,
Tall Woman.
See Fr. Blane Grein, OFM and Charlotte J. Frisbie, Blessings Brought, Blessings
Found, Annunciation Mission, 1905–2005, Our Lady of Fatima Parish: Celebrating 100
Years of Franciscan and Church Presence in Chinle, Arizona (Albuquerque, N.Mex.:
Cottonwood Printing, Inc., 2005).
The Arizona Historic Sites Review Committee (HSRC) is Arizona’s official State
and National Register of Historic Places review board. The committee typically
holds public meetings three times a year to review nominations and advise the State
Historic Preservation Officer on properties that should be placed in the National
and Arizona Registers of Historic Places. Once a nomination has been reviewed
and approved by the Arizona HSRC, the property is placed in the Arizona Register
of Historic Places and forwarded to the Keeper of the National Register for a final
review and listing in the National Register of Historic Places. See http://azstateparks.
com/shpo/nationalregister.html.
Originally we wanted to include a different building as the third building in the district:
the square-shaped stone building standing south of the old church and constructed
while the church was being built. This building served for many years as Chinle’s
post office (Father Leopold was postmaster), and as the interpreter’s house, often
simultaneously. But, when the building was converted to a convent in the 1960s, its
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exterior was changed by additions to the east, or front, between 12 December 1963
and 17 January 1964 and later to the west, or back, of the original building in 1970.
Ultimately, these additions were defined as “unacceptable visible modifications that
ruined the building’s historic significance” and thus made it ineligible for inclusion
on the National Register because it “had lost its integrity.” Kathryn Leonard, National
Register coordinator for the Arizona SHPO, e-mail message to author, 2005.
9. Charlotte J. Frisbie, “Burial as a Disposition Mechanism for Navajo Jish or Medicine
Bundles,” in Navajo Mortuary Practices and Beliefs: Change and Persistence, Special
Symposium Issue, American Indian Quarterly 4 (winter 1978): 347–66.
10. After the original cemetery became full, burials were made in the “across the wash
cemetery” until 30 March 1946 when the Chinle Community Cemetery was opened.
See Frisbie, Tall Woman, 451n12. In the fall of 2007, the Chinle Community Cemetery
was deemed full and a new community cemetery was opened to the south across
the highway, east of the rifle range. The new cemetery consists of forty acres of land
donated to the community by Ned and Agatha Yazzie, who retained one acre in
the corner for a family cemetery. It is accessed by a road which goes off to the left
of the one that heads up a big hill/slope going out of Chinle toward Window Rock.
The turn off for the new cemetary is at the base of the slope. The donated area is
well maintained and fenced and has a gated entrance. The east end of the area was
designated as a veterans’ cemetery, and when I visited the cemetery for the first time
in 2010, it too was already in use. Four mortuaries were represented in both areas:
Rollie, Silver Creek, Cope, and Tse Bonito. While the Chinle chapter agreed to
the location, some community members are unhappy about it for two reasons: the
potential for flooding in the area since a flat floodplain and two washes run through
it, and the fact that the location is very close to a rifle range in active use by law
enforcement for target practice.
Father Blane also reported that he has participated in funeral services at another
new cemetery that is located by the Chinle airstrip on family land, and now has eight
or nine burials in it. That area is not cleared but is accessible by a road off to the right
of the one to the airstrip. He thinks this cemetery was put into use in fall 2008 or early
winter 2009. Fr. Blane Grein, personal communication to author, 5 August 2010.
For those interested in Navajo cemeteries as well as cemeteries in Chinle, see Albert
E. Ward and David M. Brugge, “Changing Contemporary Navajo Burial Practice
and Values,” Plateau 48, nos. 1 and 2 (1975): 31–42; David M. Brugge, “Small Navajo
Sites: A Preliminary Report on Historic Archaeology in the Chaco Region,” in Limited
Activity and Occupation Sites: A Collection of Conference Papers, ed. Albert E. Ward,
Contributions to Anthropological Studies, no. 1 (Albuquerque, N.Mex.: Center for
Anthropological Studies, 1978): 41–49; Frisbie, “Burial as a Disposition Mechanism
for Navajo Jish or Medicine Bundles”; Joyce Griffen, Navajo Funerals, Anglo Style,
Flagstaff: Museum of Northern Arizona Research Paper 18 (1980); Albert E. Ward,
Navajo Graves: An Archaeological Reflection of Ethnographic Reality (Albuquerque,
N.Mex.: Center for Anthropological Studies, Ethnohistorical Report Series 2, 1980);
Keith Cunningham, “Navajo, Mormon, Zuni Graves: Navajo, Mormon, Zuni Ways,”
in Cemeteries and Gravemarkers: Voices of American Culture, ed. Richard E. Meyer
(Ann Arbor, Mich.: University of Michigan Research Press, 1989), 197–215; Keith Cunningham, “The People of Rimrock Bury Alfred K. Lorenzo: Tri-Cultural Funerary
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Practice,” in Ethnicity and the American Cemetery, ed. Richard E. Meyer (Bowling
Green, Ohio: Bowling Green State University Popular Press, 1993), 173–92; and Stephen
C. Jett, “Modern Navajo Cemeteries,” Material Culture 28, no. 2 (1996): 1–23.
11. Wilken, Anselm Weber, OFM, 113, and 113n25.
12. It was customary for donors to pay for the transportation of the bell to its final
destination. Robert Verdin, personal communication to author, 19 September 2011.
The information about Rev. Joseph Wernke was assembled with the help of Mary
Hauslbetz and Don Schlegel of the Catholic Record Society, Diocese of Columbus.
I contacted this society in April 2004 on the recommendation of Fr. Dan Anderson
of Cincinnati. Hauslbetz sent me a copy of a page she annotated as from the “Parish
Directory, 1976” (no further information was given) that was entitled “Pastors and
Assistants of St. Peter’s Parish, Chillicothe, Ohio.” Hauslbetz noted that in 1912,
Chillicothe was part of the Archdiocese of Cincinnati. She also said that the Official
Catholic Directory for the United States in 1919 showed Wernke as assigned to a parish
in Wapakoneta. Mary Hauslbetz, personal communication to author, 16 June 2004.
Don Buske of the Historical Archives of the Chancery, Archdiocese of Cincinnati,
sent me a copy of the assignments of Reverend Wernke. The list started with his birth
date, and proceeded through education, ordination date, and assignments starting
on 22 June 1912 and ending at St. Aloysius Orphanage, where he died. The list also
noted his funeral, will, and the name of his executor. Don Buske, archivist, Historical
Archives of the Chancery, Archdiocese of Cincinnati, Ohio, personal communication
to author, 10 May 2005. Buske later confirmed that there was no other information
available about Wernke, any possible family, or any papers, diaries, or journals known
to exist in either the Chancery’s archives or other repositories known to the archivist.
Don Buske, personal communication to author, 28 June 2005.
In the records of the Bureau of Catholic Indian Missions at the Special Collections and Archives at Marquette University, I located the correspondence between
Rev. J. B. Tennelly, SS, executive director of the Bureau of Catholic Indian Missions,
Washington, D.C., and Philip J. Kennedy at Kennedy, Moore and Heilker, Attorneys
at Law. The documents concerned the transmittal of a check for $105.65, from Wernke’s executor, Rev. John Stenz, as a bequest from Wernke’s estate to the Bureau of
Catholic Indian Missions and clarification that no limitations had been put on the
use of the bequest (31 July 1959, 3 August 1959, and 1 September 1959). Bureau of
Catholic Indian Missions Records, fol. 8, box 316, ser. 1-1, Special Collections and
Archives, Marquette University, Milwaukee, Wisconsin.
My attempt to learn more about Wernke’s education at Mount St. Mary’s seminary
was unsuccessful. Mike Sweeney, registrar at Mount St. Mary’s, informed me that
the academic records to which he had access at what is now the Athenaeum of Ohio
did not go back as far as 1912. Mike Sweeney, e-mail message to author, 19 July 2007.
Attempts to find genealogical information on various websites have been unsuccessful, mainly because there are numerous Joseph Wernkes and I do not have
enough specific information to distinguish among them. Verdin raised more possibilities, including that of Wernke’s family, probably German, being among the
wealthy, well-established families in Cincinnati, and thus included in indexes of
famous, well-known people in the city. Following his recommendations to pursue
that possibility sadly led me nowhere. He also suggested that perhaps Wernke, for
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some reason unknown to us today, had a special connection with someone at the
Vanduzen Foundry who had done him a favor by helping with at least part of the
cost of his bell donation, such as its transportation to Arizona. This line of inquiry,
however, cannot be pursued, given that the records were lost in the Cincinnatti flood
of 1937. Robert Verdin, personal communication to author, 19 September 2011.
13. It is important to remember that in these early years of the mission, it was common
for the friars to prepare boarding school students in groups for the rites of baptism, first
communion, and confirmation so that, with help, they could administer these rites in
one or two days. Thus, it is important to compare records of baptism, first communions,
and confirmations when documenting activities and the individuals involved in them.
For first communion and confirmation records, see Record of First Communions and
Confirmations, n.d., Our Lady of Fatima Church, Chinle, Arizona. For baptismal
records, see Liber Baptismorum, vol. 1 (1907–1940); and Baptismal Record and Burials,
12 September 1907–17 February 1925, Our Lady of Fatima Church, Chinle, Arizona.
According to the Record of First Communions and Confirmations at Our Lady of
Fatima Church, in addition to many individual first communions, the first communions
performed for groups from 8 December 1912 through the end of May 1924 were as follows: 3 May 1914, 42 individuals; 14 June 1914, 12 individuals; 3 May 1915, 17 individuals;
22 April 1918, 8 individuals; 22 June 1919, 22 individuals; 30 May 1920, 25 individuals; 28
May 1922, 30 individuals; and 27 April 1924, 53 individuals. The photograph taken in
1924 is located at the St. Michaels archives.
14. Diary and Chronicle of Chin Lee, 21 April 1934–20 February 1935, with notes through
14 March 1937. Recently, I realized that an undocumented picture on the cover of
an issue of Padres’ Trail from April 1949 is of the Chinle bell on the flange wall. The
original photograph, which was found in the St. Michaels collection and brought to
my attention by Cathy Pierce of St. Michaels Franciscan Archives, shows two girls
seated on either side of a church bell. The photograph as it appears on the cover has
been cropped to show only the younger of these two girls, and the image is reversed.
Chinle records show that these girls are the two daughters of Hilda Bedoni Smith
and Howard Smith of Chinle. The older daughter, Genevieve Mae, was born on 18
November 1942; her sister, Gloria Jean, was born on 22 August 1944. The girl on the
Padres’ Trail cover is Gloria Jean, who would have been about four years old when
the photograph was taken in Chinle. While the writing on the bell’s surface cannot
be deciphered in the photograph, and no information is included anywhere in that
issue of the magazine concerning the photographer, subject, or location of the bell,
we know it is the Chinle bell on the flange wall by the friary. Padres’ Trail, image of
cover, April 1949, image no. 2009.05.004, Provincial Archive no. C539a-17-9, Archives
of the Franciscan Province of Our Lady of Guadalupe of Albuquerque, New Mexico.
While working at St. Michaels in August 2009, I again reviewed all of the copies
of the Calumet—the newsletter of the Marquette League—in the mission holdings
(incomplete from 1937 through winter 1958), Franciscan Missions of the Southwest
(from 1913 on), and the Indian Sentinel (which starts in 1918). I also reviewed all of
the bell pictures in the archives’ computerized files, as well as all of the friars’ photos, Padres’ Trail file, and the Chinle photos. Strangely, there is nothing there about
Father Leopold’s Silver Jubilee, which was celebrated in Chinle on 23 June 1915 and
announced in the Gallup (N.Mex.) Independent. I also discovered the originals of
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the John Wallace pictures of the inside of the Annunciation Mission that we had
used in the Chinle Centennial book, wherein we had said that they dated from the
1950s. On the back of both of these photos, plus an additional one clearly taken at
the same time showing Fr. Mark Sanford and Br. Gotthard Schmidt at the altar in
the church, it was written “Associated Services File 288, 7/23/1949.”
Cathy Pierce of the Franciscan Archives at St. Michaels put me in touch with
Robert “Bob” Spindler, archivist at Arizona State University’s Special Collections, so I
could enlarge my search for pictures of the Chinle bell in other collections, including
the Schwemberger glass plates formerly housed at St. Michaels but now located at
ASU. While I found some Chinle pictures that were new to me while working with
Bob in the fall of 2009, none helped with the extant bell questions.
The Our Lady of Fatima house chronicles differ from year to year, according to
who was chronicler for that year. The earliest house chronicles are in small bound
notebooks and while some of these books have dates on the covers, or tops of pages,
the friars ignored these and just entered the date of the entry before writing it. Thus,
the date on the cover, if any, as well as at the top of the page and the page number
are irrelevant and one has to leaf through them to find particular entries of interest.
According to Father Blane, the entire congregation was invited to help demolish the
cinder-block church with the understanding that participants could keep whatever
they could use. Reportedly, Stanley Martinez bought the steel frame of the building
for between ten thousand and fifteen thousand dollars and used a crane to lower it
after it was freed up. Once the bolts were removed, it was collapsed. Everything else
was done by hand and almost everything possible was eventually taken. Hank Martinez
got the church benches, but the church retained them until the new chairs arrived
on Ash Wednesday, 28 February 1999. Fr. Blane Grein, personal communication to
author, 13 March 2009.
Several questions continue to surround this part of the history. Who actually took the
bell to Gallup is unclear, as is whether it was buffed, polished, or sandblasted at the
time, and by whom. Exactly what pieces were taken to Gallup also remains unknown.
While the big bolt undoubtedly went with the bell, whether at that point the rest of
the stanchion pieces, including the frame and wheel, remained in the old church is
unclear. Attempts to locate the other parts through extensive searching in a number
of buildings in both 2008 and 2009 were futile. Father Blane thought that perhaps
he had asked the contractor, Walter McBride, to take the whole thing to Gallup.
This was discussed in another conversation with McBride, who said he had never
been asked to take the bell anywhere. Fr. Blane Grein, personal communication to
author, 29 August 2011; and Walter McBride, personal communication to author, 30
August 2011.
Fr. Blane Grein, personal communication to author, 13 March 2009.
Fr. Blane Grein, personal communication to author, 19 August 2009.
Father Blane said that he had to send the new system back twice after purchasing
and installing it. On one occasion, the membrane and driver in the speakers cracked.
The climate in Chinle is too dry, and there is no way to lubricate the membrane with
the speakers up in the tower. In addition, although they are surrounded by wired
mesh, they are essentially in the open and left unprotected from the elements. On
the other occasion, the problem was with the computer modem. The bell would
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ring only once, no matter what time of day it was or how it was programmed to ring.
The units had to be returned to the Verdin Company, where they were successfully
repaired and returned without any change in the original programming. Fr. Blane
Grein, personal communications to author, 10 and 19 August 2009.
Annunciation Mission House Chronicles, 1 August 1945–31 January 1960.
Ibid.
Fr. Daniel Wefer, personal communications to author, 21 and 29 September 1991.
Cathy Pierce, personal communication to author, 20 August 2009.
While the bell can still be rung manually, the system is programmed to ring for the
Angelus, at 6:00 AM, noon, and 6:00 PM, as well as on Sundays thirty minutes before
and fifteen minutes before Mass, and at the time Mass begins (8:30, 8:45, and 9:00
AM). The bell is also rung on Wednesday and Saturday evenings before the 7:30 Mass,
thus ringing at 7:00, 7:15, and 7:30 PM. The program automatically adjusts to daylight
savings time. Father Blane also has the bell rung at midnight on 31 December every
year. Father Blane used to ring funeral tolls of varying numbers as the deceased’s body
was being loaded into the hearse after a funeral Mass but has stopped doing so now.
He says the first time he stopped the tolls was because of an electrical outage. Chinle
frequently has thunderstorms with much lightning; every time lightning strikes in the
area, the electronic carillon system gets knocked out and has to be reset by hand. It
takes several hours for the system to be ready again and doing so in time for funerals
was not always possible. Even recalibration at the Verdin Company did not correct
the problem caused by lightning strikes. Therefore, after about two years of repeated
efforts, Father Blane made the decision to omit bell tolls as part of funerals.
The mechanical system was accompanied by a music “card” that allows one
also to play music from the tower. Father Blane says he enjoys doing this sometimes
after Mass, and sometimes just to add music to the community. The options on the
card that came with the Chinle electronic system include various well-known songs
for liturgical seasons and national holidays such as Lent, Easter, the Fourth of July,
Thanksgiving, Advent, and Christmas. Other cards may be purchased from the Verdin
Company. Fr. Blane Grein, personal communication to author, 19 September 2011.
Charles Warren Currier, “The Marquette League,” Indian Sentinel (1906), pp.4–6.
Currier, “The Marquette League,” 6.
All fundraising for the Marquette League was stopped in the early 1970s. Over time
the office was moved several times, and when Monsignor Modugno was appointed
director, it amounted to one desk covered part time twice a week. The league remained
open only to receive bequests, which were distributed by the director of the Bureau
for Catholic American Indians. With time, the members of the Marquette League
Board of Directors grew old and bequests no longer came in. As of 4 August 2009,
nine board members were still living. Monsignor Modugno donated all records, files,
and everything else associated with the Marquette League to Marquette University
in 1992. The office staff for Msgr. Thomas A. Modugno, Church of St. Monica, New
York, letter to author, 4 August 2009.
For more on the finances of the Marquette League in 1911, which show a $600 contribution toward paying off the Annunciation Mission’s indebtedness, see Editorial
Report, Indian Sentinel (1912), 21.
See Fr. Marcellus Troester, “Our Mission at Lukachukai, Arizona,” Franciscan
Missions of the Southwest (1915), 30–38. This article describes St. Isabel’s, Chinle’s
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sister mission, thirty-five miles to the northeast in Lukachukai, where a government
school was built in 1914. While the Navajos approved building a church there on
9 October 1909, no money was available to start construction for at least two years.
W. E. Hildebrand, the contractor for the Annunciation Mission in Chinle, was employed at Lukachukai, and ground was broken on 18 July 1910, as soon as the walls
were raised in Chinle. The blueprint used for Chinle was also used in Lukachukai,
with the result described as a “substantial stone chapel with two rooms appended”
on the outside; inside, the atmosphere was “one of extreme poverty.” When Father
Marcellus wrote his article, $300 was still owed on a total of $2,240.82, and the inside
was unfinished since the plastering, painting, and furnishings had not yet been addressed. Father Marcellus was appointed in 1912 to visit this site once a month. The
church was dedicated on 22 June 1912, because the chapel was finished enough for
use. The photograph on page 35 of the article shows that the bell tower was separate,
behind, and to the left of the church. “The Consecration of the Bell” is shown on
page 36, even though the Franciscan Archives at St. Michaels do not include this
photograph. The bell and its donors (James J. Condon and his daughter, Miss Condon) are mentioned on pages 36 and 37. The article also says that “James Condon,
as principal donor, named the church in memory of his deceased wife, Isabella. The
family also gave the mission bell, and various appointments for the altar there.”
This article discusses the planned closing of a one-of-a-kind “churchmart” that the
Verdin Company ran from 1982 to 1990. It originally served as a manufacturer’s showcase for everything needed to build a church, from organs and pews to bathroom
fixtures and church bells. Verdin Company was the middleman. The place showcased
Verdin bells so people could see and hear the sounds of bells they were thinking about
buying. Patrick Kerin, “Verdin—the Name Rings a Bell,” The Catholic Telegraph,
Cincinnati Edition, 9 August 1991, pp. 1A, 10A.
Robert Verdin, personal communications to author, 2 May 2001, 12 June 2009, 5 August
2009, 18 September 2009, 2 September 2011, and 19 September 2011. Verdin remains
interested in the Chinle bell and continues to provide invaluable assistance.
Carl S. Zimmerman, personal communications to author, 15–17 May 2012.
In addition to explanations about the mobile foundry, Verdin’s website flags significant bells I. T. Verdin has introduced, such as the “world’s largest swinging bell, the
66,600-pound World Peace Bell,” for which they were the prime contractor in 1999
to commemorate the millennium; the world’s first traveling bell foundry in 2000; the
very first live global web-streaming of bell casting in 2012; and the bell for the World
Choir Games, also in 2012. See http://www.verdin.com/.
Verdin, personal communication to author, 1 June 2009. This flood is also known as
the Great Ohio River Flood of 1937.
Verdin, personal communications to author, 2 May 2001 and 18 September 2009. A
tear sheet from a Vanduzen and Tift Bell Foundry or Buckeye Bell Foundry catalog
for bells cast both prior and after 1931 does not make it possible to identify the musical pitch of the Chinle bell, the size of the wooden frame on which it was mounted
at one time, or the diameter of the wheel on the frame. The details, however, show
that the bell’s weight was approximately three hundred pounds, a figure at first confirmed by Verdin. The list from the Vanduzen and Tift Bell Foundry or Buckeye Bell
Foundry suggests that one can compute the “medium tone of the bell” (or musical
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pitch) according to its weight and diameter. The chart on this list shows that using a
weight of three hundred pounds for the Chinle bell, the diameter would be twentysix inches, and the musical pitch would be D. The size of the wood frame outside
was probably thirty-six inches by thirty-six inches, and the diameter of the wheel was
probably thirty-eight inches. According to this list, the new shape of the bells cast by
the E. W. Vanduzen Company after 1931 affected both the weight and musical pitch
of the resulting bells. Later, however, Verdin said that he thought the Chinle bell
weighed two hundred and fifty pounds, and given that, its musical pitch (what he
called “tone”) would be E above middle C. Father Blane says the Chinle bell is about
two and one-half feet wide and smaller than the bell at St. Isabel’s in Lukachukai.
On 12 June 2012, Larry Audette attempted to measure it while standing on a ladder
in the wind, which resulted in a width of twenty-three and a half inches. The list
from the Vanduzen and Tift Bell Foundry, or Buckeye Bell Foundry suggests that if
our bell were twenty-four inches in diameter, it would weigh two hundred pounds
and have a medium tone of E flat. Clearly another trip up the tower to record the
musical pitch and try one more diameter measurement is in order. See Vanduzen
and Tift Bell Foundry and Buckeye Bell Foundry catalog, pp. 14, 15.
37. As discovered by Br. Allan Schmitz, Franciscan Archives, Cincinnati, Ohio. Allan
Schmitz, e-mail message to author, 13 February 2009.
38. When starting research on the Chinle Franciscan property in 2001, I developed a
questionnaire that I sent to all the Franciscans who had ever been associated with
the church. Respondents provided useful information about various buildings over
time, but none added much about the bell. I did learn, however, that the “only
one” who might know its history was Fr. Conall Lynch. Trying to work with him
before he passed away on 22 June 2006 was problematic, given my Illinois home
base. However, others approached him on my behalf, including Father Blane. On
25 December 2003, Father Conall suggested to Fr. Ron Walters at St. Michaels that
I should contact the Knights of Columbus in Cincinnati. He repeatedly stated that
he had been told that they were responsible for the Chinle bell. Attempts to do so
started in January 2004, but these led to a dead end. There are five different Knights
of Columbus chapters in Cincinnati; Wernke was a member of the Northside K
of C chapter. But whether the group to which he belonged was responsible for arranging and paying for the freighting of the bell from the foundry to Chinle could
not be determined. Brother Allan located this information for me, but, of course,
we can only hope that it’s the right Joseph Wernke. Allan Schmitz, e-mail message
to author, 13 February 2009.
39. The railroad involved would most likely have been the Atchison, Topeka and Santa
Fe, but whether the bell was first sent to Chicago on the New York Central, or the Big
Four, to pick up the direct line of the AT&SF there to Los Angeles via Gallup, or went
to St. Louis on the Baltimore and Ohio (or B&O Southwestern), then to Kansas City
on the Missouri Pacific or Wabash, and then was moved to the AT&SF is unknown.
Another possibility might have involved barge or steamboat transportation, at least
for the initial part of the journey. Verdin’s exact words were: “I looked back into other
records that we have here and find that bells were normally shipped by rail to many
places in the United States out of Cincinnati. . . . I noticed in the Vanduzen records
that most of the early bells along with the newer bells were shipped via rail and not
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shipped by a truck or wagon train or anything of that sort. . . . I think you can assume
that they were shipped from Cincinnati straight west without too many stops. I believe
a lot of trains in the early 1900s went from Cincinnati to Chicago and then freight
may have transferred to other trains with western destinations.” When asked exactly
where the E. W. Vanduzen company was located in Cincinnati and if it were by a
siding, Verdin replied: “The Vanduzen Company was located on Second Street near
Broadway, which is a prominent River Front location, and they were a block down
the street across from our company that was located then at 123 Broadway around the
corner from the E. W. Vanduzen Company. . . . Things could have been carried to
another location for shipment east, west, and south from Cincinnati; they did have
sidings at that time, although I am not familiar with exactly where all of them were
located.” Verdin, personal communication to author, 8 June 2009.
Verdin, personal communication to author, 19 September 2011.
Strangely enough, there is no mention of C. N. Cotton anywhere in the Gross-Kelly
collection. Ann Massman, one of the archivists at the Center for Southwest Research
at the University of New Mexico, put me in touch with Kelly’s grandson who lived
in Santa Fe. He answered my letter but could not help with my questions. I then
re-read some of the sources on C. N. Cotton, including L. L. Williams’ book C. N.
Cotton and His Navajo Blankets (1989) and an article by his great-nephew, John Fell,
“The Role of C. N. Cotton in the Development of Northwestern New Mexico,” New
Mexico Historical Review 55 (April 1980): 151–56. Clearly other possible freighting
operations might have been involved in transportation.
The newspapers available on microfilm and reviewed through interlibrary loan were
Gallup (N.Mex.) Independent, 1912–1915, 29 July 1915–31 July 1919, 7 August 1919–10
October 1924; Carbon City (N.Mex.) News, 17 January 1915–30 December 1922 [a
weekly], 2 and 16 January 1915, 29 May 1915, 10 July 1915, 1923; Gallup (N.Mex) Independent and Carbon City (N.Mex.) News, 4 January 1924; and Carbon City (N.Mex.)
News and the McKinley County (N.Mex.) Republican, 1915. There were no complete
runs within the dates shown here.
News of Father Leopold’s Silver Jubilee appeared in the Gallup (N.Mex.) Independent, 10 June 1915, 1 July 1915, r. 9, microfilm, January 1913–22 July 1915, Zimmerman
Library, University Libraries, University of New Mexico, Albuquerque, New Mexico
[hereafter ZIM, UNM].
See Charlotte J. Frisbie, “On the Trail of Chinle’s ‘Big House,’” in Diné Bikéyah:
Papers in Honor of David M. Brugge, ed. Meliha S. Duran and David T. Kirkpatrick,
Archaeological Society of New Mexico, no. 24 (Albuquerque: Archaeological Society
of New Mexico, 1998), 64–85.
Carbon City (N.Mex.) News, 22 January, 4 March, and 15 July 1916, 22 July 1916,
microfilm, 17 January 1915–30 December 1922, ZIM, UNM.
Gallup (N.Mex.) Independent, 23 November 1916, microfilm, 29 July 1915–31 July
1919, ZIM, UNM.
For more on the daily lives of Navajo freighters, see Mitchell, Navajo Blessingway
Singer.
Many of the freight tickets documenting the materials that the Franciscans purchased
and had delivered for use in building the friary, Annunciation Mission, and post office/
interpreter’s house buildings in Chinle were part of the collection in the Cincinnati
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Franciscan Archives; copies were made available to me by Father Marcan. Regretfully,
I never asked him about freight tickets that documented the shipping of anything to
that mission during the 1914–1924 period.
49. Ed Chamberlin, personal communication to author, 27 August 2009.
50. I would like to request that anyone who has other ideas for solutions to the remaining questions, please email them to me at cfrisbi@siue.edu. Meanwhile, thank you
for your interest in the project. All state and federal programs formerly available to
assist with historic restoration projects have now been cancelled. If you would like to
help support the ongoing restoration efforts at the Annunciation Mission, your help
would be most appreciated.

Boots on the Ground
a history of fort bascom in the canadian river valley
James Blackshear

I

n 1863 the Union Army in New Mexico Territory, prompted by fears of a
second Rebel invasion from Texas and its desire to check incursions by
southern Plains Indians, built Fort Bascom on the south bank of the Canadian
River. The U.S. Army placed the fort about eleven miles north of present-day
Tucumcari, New Mexico, a day’s ride from the western edge of the Llano
Estacado (see map 1). Fort Bascom operated as a permanent post from 1863
to 1870. From late 1870 through most of 1874, it functioned as an extension
of Fort Union, and served as a base of operations for patrols in New Mexico
and expeditions into Texas. Fort Bascom has garnered little scholarly interest
despite its historical significance. This investigation attempts to broaden the
scholarly understanding of the role Fort Bascom played in extending federal
power over the Southwest.1
Such a study involves examining the mid-nineteenth-century economic
relationships between southern Plains Indians and the mountain people
of New Mexico, the environment of the Canadian River Valley, and the
James Blackshear is a history PhD candidate at the University of North Texas in Denton. This
article is part of his dissertation research on Fort Bascom. He wishes to thank his wife Barbara for
her tireless support, encouragement, and companionship during this endeavor. The suggestions
of University of North Texas professors Richard B. McCaslin, F. Todd Smith, Duke Richey, and
G. L. Seligmann Jr. were all incorporated within the work. Durwood Ball’s encouragement and
insightful comments were incalculable. The author also acknowledges the important contributions of his two referees and wants to express what a pleasure it was to work with the New Mexico
Historical Review’s professional editorial staff. A special thanks also goes to Alexander Mendoza
of the University of North Texas for his spectacular maps.
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map 1. the southwestern military frontier
(Map courtesy Alexander Mendoza)

experiences of Fort Bascom’s soldiers. Spanish explorers, American merchants, and the U.S. Army Corps of Topographical Engineers left the first
written descriptions of this region and its people. Nuevomexicanos from the
Sangre de Cristo Mountains, Navajos from Bosque Redondo, Comanches
from the Llano Estacado, Americans from east of the Mississippi River, and
European transplants all crossed paths in the Canadian River Valley. Fort
Bascom’s location within this “cultural shatter zone,” situated in comanchería
and along ancient comanchero trade routes, offers compelling reasons to
reexamine its historical relevance to the Southwest.2
For most of the twentieth century, studies of western forts justified Manifest Destiny as a legitimate cause for westward expansion and substantiated
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Frederick Jackson Turner’s Frontier Thesis, which verified the sequence of
events that led to the arrival of civilization and the closing of the frontier.
Other than J. Evetts Haley’s work, “The Comanchero Trade,” published in
1935, few historians focused on the Canadian River Valley’s history until the
latter part of the twentieth century. After Haley’s study, which noted Anglo
perceptions of a deeply rooted and troubled relationship that existed between
mountain and plains cultures, seventy years passed before another scholar
produced a significant study of this region. Franciscan priest and historian
Fr. Stanley Louis Crocchiola, writing under the pseudonym F. Stanley, and
scholar James A. Foster both wrote about Fort Bascom in the early 1960s, but
did not explore the entire region as Haley had done. Precious little on the
fort has been published since Stanley’s and Foster’s studies. Chris Emmett’s
and Leo E. Oliva’s examinations of Fort Union occasionally reference Fort
Bascom, as do Darlis A. Miller’s and Robert C. Carriker’s works on frontier
garrisons. Charles L. Kenner became the only historian in the twentieth
century to devote more than a few pages to Fort Bascom’s role in gaining
control of the southern Plains Indians. Forty years have passed since its first
publication.3
Inspired by David J. Weber, western historians in the last twenty years
have refocused on the Southwest. William deBuys, Dan Flores, and Andrés Reséndez followed Weber’s lead and revealed a world of cultural and
economic vitality. Additionally, Pekka Hämäläinen and Brian DeLay have
recently argued that the Native Americans and Hispanos who lived in this
region shaped southwestern history, not just as mere participants, but as active agents. Such examinations highlight that there is still much that can be
discovered by circling back to those places, such as Fort Bascom, that were
previously considered not worth the time for western historians.4
Although the Canadian River Valley’s latitude is about the same as central
Tennessee’s, the region is locked into an ecological zone similar to northern
Mexico’s.5 Moving west from the Texas Panhandle, this Lower Sonoran life
zone cuts through the Upper Sonoran grasslands of the upland plateaus
before turning northwest and beginning an ascent into the pine-forested
and snow-covered peaks of the Sangre de Cristo Mountains. The Canadian
River drainage system covers 11,237 square miles, of which 34 percent are
mountains, 41 percent are plateaus, and 24 percent are lower-level canyons
and mesa lands that cut through the Southern Plains.6
Moving from west to east, the Canadian River begins 7,834 feet above sea
level in the Sangre de Cristo Mountains near Raton Pass. For approximately
one hundred miles, the river runs through the high llano before reaching
the edge of the Canadian Escarpment. From this juncture, the river quickly
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descends approximately two thousand feet to the valley floor, where it meanders for about forty miles to the Fort Bascom site. Farther east, near where the
Oklahoma and Texas panhandles meet, this once full-bodied river becomes
a sluggish stream that ambles along about 2,505 feet above sea level. The
journey from Raton Pass to the Texas border encompasses about 240 miles
of the river.7
Although many of the first Americans to cross into New Mexico left journals of their exploits, few, if any, were as talented in this endeavor as diarist
Josiah Gregg. During a year-long trip that took him into the Canadian River
Valley in 1839, he traveled along old Indian and contemporary comanchero
trade routes that ran along the Canadian River. These same trails later evolved
into the Fort Smith route that led back to Arkansas, where a portion of old
Route 66 and current Interstate 40 run from Amarillo to Albuquerque.8 On
the westward trek, Gregg followed the river as far as Tucumcari Peak near
where the Canadian River turns north. Eventually, the U.S. Army constructed
Fort Bascom at this river bend.
Gregg encountered “large parties of New Mexicans” traveling east and
recorded that they hunted game and searched out Comanches to trade
hard breads and produce for robes and other bison products.9 He also came
in contact with Native Americans along the route. In the early part of his
journey in 1839, where the Little River joined the Canadian, a small group of
Comanche and Kiowa warriors and their families joined Gregg’s caravan to
barter a few mules. About to embark into an unfamiliar region, Gregg asked
Chief Tábba-quena to describe the area. After giving the chief “paper and
pencil . . . he promptly executed . . . to our astonishment, quite a map-like
appearance, with far more accurate delineation of all the principle [sic] rivers
of the plains . . . than is to be found in many of the engraved maps of those
regions.”10
In 1839 Gregg learned something that mystified Americans for the next
forty years: Comanches and Kiowas did not need maps. Like other American
Indians, their homeland’s topography was imprinted in their minds. Regardless of distance, or the seemingly monotonous nature of the landscape, each
brook held special meaning. Cliffs and mesas were more than rocks and dirt,
more than the remnants of another geological world. Whether Jicarilla, Comanche, or Pueblo, the land appeared to be saying something different to the
Indians of the Southwest than it did to Gregg and many others who followed.
Historian William H. Goetzmann notes that nineteenth-century Americans
brought preconceptions of the western landscape with them, notions colored
with romanticism that seldom fit reality. Such disconnects often distorted both
their interpretation of the land and the people residing there.11
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Annexation of half of Mexico after the signing of the Treaty of Guadalupe
Hidalgo in 1848 prompted the United States to connect the existing nation
with the new territories. Congress approved several surveys by the Army
Corps of Topographical Engineers and charged them with determining and
mapping the best route for the transcontinental railroad. In 1853 Lt. Amiel
Weeks Whipple led a team of surveyors, scientists, and engineers along the
same Canadian River route Gregg had taken fourteen years earlier.12
With an engineer’s eye for detail, Whipple recorded more than just data
pertinent to constructing a railroad. Just north of present-day Amarillo, Texas,
Whipple met a group of Indians from Santo Domingo Pueblo. Draped in
Mexican blankets and wearing Indian headdresses and beads, they were on
their way to trade with the southern Plains tribes. These Puebloans rode mules
and packed hard breads and flour to trade with the “k’ai-ó-wás.” Whipple had
stumbled onto one of the permanent comanchero rendezvous sites.13
From the Texas Caprock to the Tucumcari outliers, Whipple wrote about
a variety of subjects unrelated to railroad topography. On both 18 and 21
September, his party met several Mexican traders heading east: “We had no
idea of the extent of this Indian trade, or the impunity with which defenseless
traders could mingle with these savages and treacherous tribes upon their
own soil.” Ten years later, the economic and social relationships that existed
between the Plains Indians and Nuevomexicanos still thrived, albeit under
the surveillance of the U.S. Army. Fort Bascom was placed at the epicenter
of the routes that connected these two cultures.14
During the early part of the nineteenth century, hundreds of thousands of
bison flowed through the prairies that followed the Canadian River, drawing
many cultures to the escarpments and high plains that surrounded it. By 1840
a reduction in the herd populations impacted the region’s trade dynamics. Successive Indian and comanchero harvests of furs and meats, as well as a major
drought, contributed to the bison’s decline. Current scholarship indicates that
by the time American surveyors entered the area to find the best transcontinental railroad route, the bison had already reached an ecological tipping point.
The final blow for the bison came with the arrival of commercial hunters
from the east.15 The results impacted every culture in the region. The theft of
livestock and humans always played a role in the region’s barter economy, but
the elimination of bison from within this exchange required a replacement.
Comanches adapted by extracting more livestock out of Texas and Mexico.
Cattle and horses, as well as humans, were funneled north to meet market
demands. The raiders’ trading partners, Nuevomexicanos and Pueblo Indians,
facilitated the movement of contraband eastward toward European Americans
and other Indians who lived along and beyond the Arkansas River.16
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In the 1850s, U.S. government officials ordered soldiers stationed at Fort
Union, twenty-six miles north of Las Vegas, New Mexico, to stop this illegal
trade. Until the early 1860s, this post, originally charged with providing
protection for merchants and other travelers venturing along the Santa Fe
Trail, remained the closest outpost to the Llano Estacado—the home of the
Comanches. Federal authorities were forced to reevaluate their military position in New Mexico after the outbreak of the Civil War. They closed many
posts out of financial duress. At the same time, strategic necessity caused Pres.
Abraham Lincoln’s administration to approve a few new posts, including Fort
Bascom.17
In March 1862, Confederate Brig. Gen. Henry H. Sibley’s Army of the
West invaded territorial New Mexico. Sibley’s men, mostly Texans, made
great progress until they ventured into the Sangre de Cristo Mountains, where
they were repulsed at Glorieta Pass. Despite the Confederate defeat, New
Mexicans remained wary, fearing they had not seen the last of the Texans.
At the time of the invasion, territorial delegate John S. Watts wrote to Union
major general Henry W. Halleck, commander of the Department of the
Missouri, stating that if Halleck would only “look at the map,” he would see
that once the Confederates sacked Santa Fe, they would have a clear path
down the Canadian River to “threaten Missouri.” Like many Union officers
stationed in the region, Watts believed the Canadian River warranted military
attention. Brig. Gen. James H. Carleton, commander of Union forces in New
Mexico Territory, issued a series of warnings to his field officers that echoed
Watt’s concern. It was also rumored that John R. Baylor, by then the ousted
governor of Confederate Arizona, had raised six thousand Texas volunteers
in preparation for launching another invasion. Union officers possessed information that led them to believe Baylor would lead a force up through the
Texas Panhandle and down the Canadian toward Fort Union. Documents
clearly illustrate that the early impetus for creating Fort Bascom originated
from the Union’s fear of this second invasion.18
On 26 October 1862, Carleton ordered Capt. William H. Backus to lead
the Second Colorado Volunteer Infantry, Company C, out of Fort Union
to a point on the Canadian River northeast of Tucumcari Peak, to establish
a base camp that could sound the alarm if Baylor attacked. Carleton was
specific in his instructions: He ordered Backus to shoot any rebel scouts his
men spotted. He also instructed them to stampede the livestock and burn
the prairie grass in front of any opposing force. Calling this position Camp
Easton, Company C kept their eyes on the Fort Smith road, a major trail
that connected the Texas Panhandle to the high plains of New Mexico.
This camp remained an extension of Fort Union until the following August.
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Soldiers used available logs, rocks, and branches, as well as dug cavities into
the hillsides to create temporary living quarters. Besides watching for Confederates, these soldiers also protected the region’s travelers, the U.S. mail,
and supply trains. Although Indian attacks had increased after 1861, Captain
Backus was ordered to use nearby Comanches as scouts along this trail, in
an effort to build an alliance with them. During this same period, Carleton
ordered Backus’s troops to shoot any Mescalero Apache or Navajo man that
they came into contact with in an attempt to force others to remain on the
nearby Bosque Redondo Reservation. In addition he ordered the arrest of
any Anglos or Mexicans who were not carrying proper passes.19
Camp Easton proved its value early in its existence. Only six days after the
camp was established, on 1 November, a group of Comanches approached
Backus’s patrol with information about a large wagon train traveling on the
Fort Smith road into Texas. The next day, along with the Comanches, Backus
and his troops sought out and apprehended eighteen Confederate sympathizers and their families near the confluence of the Canadian River and
“Utah” Creek. After the Union patrol surrounded and captured this caravan,
which had just left Las Vegas, New Mexico, and was on its way to Texas, the
Comanches demanded at least one of the travelers and half the party’s possessions as reward for their assistance. Backus explained to a growing group
of agitated southern Plains Indians, including a Chief “Mowa,” that he was
willing to pay them for their services, but the “prisoners” would remain under
his protection. Company C escorted the entire party to Fort Union.20 Over
the next several months, similar patrols set out from Camp Easton in search
of rebel invaders. The soldiers’ reports were peppered with incidents related
to encountering “Mexicans” making their way onto the Llano Estacado
with carts and wagons loaded with goods to trade with Comanches. Sorting
out who these people were and what to do about them took up much of the
army’s time after the war ended. Such travelers and traders with whom the
army dealt were not new to the area.21
Both volunteer and regular army units were cognizant of the dangers
found in the Canadian River Valley. Just a few weeks before Camp Easton
was dissolved, Sgt. Jose Lucero and privates Juan F. Ortiz and Jose Barreras of
Company I, First New Mexico Volunteer Cavalry, were attacked by a band of
Navajos while herding cattle near Conchas Springs. The ensuing gun battle
lasted until sundown. The Indians left the area with all the livestock, certain
that the three soldiers were dead. Private Barreras survived the attack despite
being hit on the head with a rock by an Indian. Once he regained consciousness, he dumped his deceased compatriots’ guns in Conchas Creek and
walked back to the camp with eight arrows protruding from his body. Capt.
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Edward H. Bergmann and several horsemen from the regiment’s Company
I were soon on the Navajos’ trail, killing two and wounding several others.
They were only able to recover three beeves.22
On 15 August 1863, three weeks after the attack on Lucero, Ortiz, and Barreras, Capt. Peter W. L. Plympton led the Seventh U.S. Infantry, Company
F, and Bergmann’s Company I out of Fort Union to replace Camp Easton
with Fort Bascom, a permanent outpost on the Canadian River. Prior to this
move, Captain Plympton had served as commander of Fort Union. Watts,
who a year earlier had urged Major General Halleck to remember the strategic importance of the region, leased two square miles of his property to the
government for the new fort. Plympton located Fort Bascom on the south side
of the river, about fifty miles from the Texas border. While the first Union
patrols stationed at Camp Easton used Comanches to scout the Fort Smith
road, officers began to back away from this strategy as early as December
1863. In General Orders No. 20, Acting Asst. Adj. Gen. Ben C. Cutler noted
that Fort Bascom would “be an outpost to New Mexico during the present
rebellion, its advanced pickets watching the roads from Arkansas and Texas,
it will be of great importance in preventing the predatory incursion of the
Comanche and Kiowa Indians.”23
The approval of another fort, Fort Butler, three years earlier indicates
that army officials were aware of this region’s strategic significance. Formally
approved on 12 March 1860, the original plans for Fort Butler called for its
construction along the Gallinas River near the Fort Smith road crossing. In the
latter part of the 1850s, depredations along the Santa Fe Trail had decreased.
This was largely due to Fort Union’s success in protecting this road. By 1860
such success had nearly rendered the building of Fort Butler unnecessary.
By the turn of the decade, and before the Confederacy was a certainty, the
army’s greatest regional concern had become the southern Plains Indians
who controlled much of eastern New Mexico. Many officers in the Department of New Mexico lobbied to have their main supply depot pushed further
south to better address this problem. Fort Butler was to serve this purpose.
Cost and logistical considerations, however, prevented its construction.24
Three years later, the U.S. Army built Fort Bascom. They named the
fort for twenty-six-year-old Capt. George N. Bascom of the Sixteenth U.S.
Infantry, who was killed at the Battle of Valverde on 21 February 1862. Bascom
was already a well-known officer in the region before he died fighting the
Confederacy. In October 1860, while a lieutenant stationed at Fort Buchanan,
Bascom was ordered to search for a boy believed to have been stolen by a band
of Chiricahua Apaches led by Cochise. The meeting quickly degenerated into
violence. As a result, Bascom and his men killed some of Cochise’s relatives,
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ill. 1. government sketch of
fort bascom
The letters on the diagram
represent the following: A and AI,
cavalry st ables; B, cavalry corral; C,
quartermaster’s corral; D and DI,
officers’ quarters; E, quartermaster’s
storehouse; F, commissary’s
storehouse; III, storehouse; K,
barracks; L, mess hall; M and
MI, laundresses’ quarters; N, old
hospit al; NI, new hospit al; P, guard
house.
(Illustration from “Description of Military Posts,” p. 1, vol. 49, James W. Arrott
Collection, University Archives, Thomas C. Donnelly Library, New Mexico
Highlands University, Las Vegas, New Mexico)

sparking a series of Chiricahuan raids and reprisals across the Southwest. A
few months later, these same Chiricahuas trapped a contingent of the Seventh U.S. Infantry under Bascom’s command at Apache Pass in present-day
Arizona. Army surgeon Bernard J. D. Irwin led a group of volunteers to these
soldiers’ rescue, which resulted in Irwin receiving the Congressional Medal
of Honor, the earliest action to achieve this honor. Bascom died in the heat
of battle in 1862. In August 1863, the newly constructed fort was named in
honor of the Seventh Infantry’s fallen leader.25
Unlike the soldiers at Camp Easton, who were left to create their own
temporary dwellings, the Department of New Mexico’s quartermaster hired
twenty civilians to construct Fort Bascom. The post was built “on a plateau
about 20 feet above the river bottom, and 500 yards from the bed of the river,
which, [at that time was] . . . about 25 feet wide and 2 or 3 feet in depth. . . . On
the opposite side of the stream is a bluff from 50 to 60 feet in height, beyond
which the country is rolling and broken.” The water was noted to be best
from November to March, before the spring snow melted. As levels rose,
the river became “muddy and loaded with organic matter.” It became the
eastern-most garrison facing both Confederate Texas and the homeland of
numerous bands of Comanche and Kiowa Indians. Fort Union sat about 115
miles to the northwest, a good three-day ride. Fort Sumner lay ninety miles
to the south (see map 1).26
Constructed in November 1862, Fort Sumner rested along the Pecos River
in the midst of another significant comanchero trade route. After subduing
the Mescalero Apaches, Carleton directed that they be moved to the area
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known as Bosque Redondo, just outside the fort, to start life anew as agriculturalists. Carleton was convinced that the southern Plains Indians needed to
adapt to European American farming techniques in order to survive. In early
1864, Col. Christopher “Kit” Carson initiated operations that drove Navajos
out of their Cañon de Chelly homeland and toward Bosque Redondo. The
forced migration of the Navajos to this reservation eventually created many
problems for the soldiers stationed along the Canadian River.27
Fort Bascom consisted of five officers’ quarters, commissary storehouses, a
mess hall, a blockhouse, barracks large enough to house two full companies,
a kitchen, laundry area, and stables. Even before hiring civilian laborers,
Carleton ordered adobe molds built and delivered to Camp Easton for use at
the new location. From the beginning, there appears to have been a problem
with the adobe bricks used on the fort. The absence of organic materials
in the soil led to leaching, erosion, and a sort of melting of the soil when it
became wet, which contributed to the adobe’s deterioration over time. Before construction, Carleton approved Captain Plympton’s written request to
have at least some of the structures built of cottonwood logs. The roofs for
the buildings were made of rows of logs covered with dirt. The outpost was
protected by a perimeter wall of the same materials. Both the walls and an
accompanying trench one thousand feet long and fifty feet wide surrounded
the garrison. Gregg did not exaggerate when he observed that the soils around
the Canadian seemed to “melt” when touched by water. For the duration
of its existence, the fort’s walls and roof proved to be a major inconvenience
to the posts’ residences. Such problems influenced its eventual closure as a
full-time base in 1870.28
The diversity of traffic flow along the Fort Smith road posed several problems for patrols that originated out of Fort Bascom. A great percentage of
regular army officers and privates from the East Coast or Europe found it almost impossible to distinguish between comancheros and Native Americans,
or between legal and illegal Hispano entrepreneurs. Upon arriving to take
command of the post, Maj. Andrew J. Alexander wrote: “I find no orders or
instructions here in regard to Indian traders. Pueblo Indians are constantly
passing here with permits signed by some Indian Agent. Will you please give
me any instructions the General Commanding may have in reference to the
matter?” Additionally, the environment generally demanded a style of dress
that led many travelers to wear similar garb, regardless of their background,
adding to a soldier’s general confusion. Attire alone was not the only source
of confusion for the soldiers. On one scout out of Fort Bascom, Bergmann,
now a lieutenant colonel, estimated that “one half of the Comanche warriors,
which I have seen, were either Mexican Captives or such Mexicans who go
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among the Indians voluntarily, preferring this style of life.” Coupled with the
difficulty in distinguishing friend from foe, western expansion beyond the
Mississippi River exacerbated the volatile relationship between the soldiers
and the people who already lived in the new territories. Animosity between
the U.S. Army and southern Plains Indians grew throughout the 1860s.29
Like most frontier posts, soldiers found little to like about Fort Bascom.
The original design for the post was never completed. This design included
barracks that could hold four companies yet it never adequately housed more
than two. Despite their structural drawbacks, the barracks, consisting of four
one-hundred-by-twenty-foot, hard-packed-dirt-floor rooms, were designed to
account for the valley’s harsh winters. Each room housed three fireplaces.
The five officers’ quarters were built on the other side of the plaza. Although
officers’ rooms were small, fifteen by nine feet, leaky roofs were the largest
issue with these buildings. Only a few years after being built, Major Alexander
complained that only two of the five rooms were habitable because of the
leaks. Another problem concerned access to the river. The Canadian ran
below ground level, which prevented the soldiers from digging an acequia
that could water their gardens. This task, as well as others, required daily
water-wagon details that included filling several large casks and hauling
them back to the fort. Capt. John Dubois, like most frontier soldiers, tried
to make the best of a bad situation, commenting in a letter to his mother on
how he was able to make a “great show” of his quarters while stationed at
Fort Bascom with just a few books, pictures, and “scant” furniture.30
In the fall of 1864, eight thousand Navajos and a few hundred Mescaleros
were living at Bosque Redondo, ninety miles south of Fort Bascom. By then
General Carleton’s grand plan of converting these Indians into southwestern
agriculturalists was already unraveling. The Navajos had cultivated 2,367
acres, but the crops the soil produced were not enough to sustain the amount
of people living on the reservation. As the commissary general of subsistence
explained to the secretary of war, however, something in the soil was also
proving to be insidiously problematic. Brig. Gen. Amos B. Eaton wrote, “Some
portions of the farms [the land] exhibit on the surface a white efflorescence
of an alkaline character, which in contribution with river water, contains a
principle highly destructive to cereal forms of vegetative life.” An absence
of organic materials within the soils led to further leaching of nutrients and
erosion. Hail storms, insects, and a resistance among some Navajos to farming also impacted production.31
The inability of the Navajos to farm at Bosque Redondo impacted military
operations within the region. On 18 November 1866, Capt. William Hawley of
the Third U.S. Cavalry stationed at Fort Bascom reported: “Straggling bands of
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Indians (Navajoes) from the Reservation . . . [were] roaming over the country,
killing and stealing citizen stock in the vicinity of the post. Scouts, which have
been sent from this post have been fired upon by them, but were unable to
capture them owing to the impassable character of the ‘Mesa Rica,’ which
seems to be the General Rendezvous.” In the same report, Captain Hawley
asked his superiors for clarification regarding the escapees: “I am informed
of the issue of the Order to shoot them. . . . I would respectfully request,
that I may be furnished with Instructions in this case.” On 30 May 1866, 2nd
Lt. Thomas Smith, post adjutant in Santa Fe, passed along orders to Capt.
Patrick H. Healy of the First New Mexico Volunteer Infantry, commanding
a picket post near the fort, to “kill all Navajo men that you should be able to
catch (Pass or no pass).” On the one hand, Carleton begged Comm. of Ind.
Aff. William P. Dole to furnish adequate food and clothing for the Navajos
and Mescaleros placed at Bosque Redondo. On the other, however, Carleton
demanded the ultimate punishment for any male Indian caught elsewhere.32
The situation grew worse. By 1868 incarcerated residents of the Fort
Sumner Indian Reservation died almost daily from starvation, disease, and
the elements. Bands of escapees roamed the region between the Pecos and
Canadian rivers, looking for food and routes that led away from the Bosque
Redondo. Comm. of Ind. Aff. Nathaniel G. Taylor warned government
officials, “If allowed to go where they choose, we may expect to hear of
murders, robberies, and depredations committed by them without number.
They would in time, struggle back to their old homes and renew stealing
expeditions.” The regulars and volunteers posted at Fort Bascom spent the
majority of their time dealing with these Navajos.33
Mesa Rica was the geologic bridge that connected the Canadian and
Pecos river valleys. This four-mile-long formation, located west of Fort Bascom, was given constant attention by pickets and patrols, yet soldiers seldom
caught anyone. Part of the problem was Anglos from back East had a hard
time remaining oriented in a land of few trees and horizons broken only
by the mesas and mirages of the eroded plains. Captain Dubois, however,
understood the need for help and requested seventy-five dollars to secure a
“Mexican” scout, noting, “I can do nothing without a good guide.” Dubois
explained to his superiors that 2nd Lt. Lambert L. Mulford of the Third U.S.
Cavalry, Company D, could attest that a poor guide was just as dangerous as
any wayward Indian. Dubois wrote: “The man who acted as a guide for him
[Mulford’s patrol] knows nothing of the country and got lost. He [Mulford]
was 52 hours without water and his men and animals suffered seriously.”34
Although these patrols seldom engaged in major battles with the Native
Americans, the valley remained a dangerous place. In one instance, one
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map 2. fort bascom and the llano estacado
Positioned in the eroded plains of New Mexico, Fort Bascom was also
perched on the doorstep of the Llano Est acado.
(Map courtesy Alexander Mendoza)

American and four Nuevomexicanos were attacked by comancheros while
extracting salt from a nearby dry lake bed. Each was shot through the head
and “the fingers and thumb of the right hands were cut off.” On a patrol that
apprehended a large party of Nuevomexicanos moving southeast along the
Pecos River, one of these men related to Captain Backus that more comancheros were expected. Once these traders arrived, they planned to continue
the journey toward the Llano Estacado, even “if they had to cut the soldiers’
throats.”35
Fort Bascom constantly received reports from local Nuevomexicanos
of Indians raiding nearby ranches for livestock. After such reports, a patrol
would mount up and give chase. On 4 May 1866, 2nd Lt. Cornelius Daley,
First New Mexico Volunteer Cavalry, led a typical response to Mesa Rica, a
common escape route due to its “impassable nature.” Ten infantrymen and
seven cavalrymen followed Daley west to seek out and “destroy all Navajoe and
Apache Indians (men) coming to that neighborhood without passports.” Taking only one blanket and their greatcoats, they were supplied with forty days’
rations and one hundred rounds of ammunition.36 The soldiers approached
Mesa Rica from the southeast and rode to the top, 5,407 feet above sea level.
For three days they patrolled the mesa, searching the arroyos and ridges for
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Indians who had escaped the Bosque Redondo. On the third day, the patrol
descended from the mesa’s sandstone and caliche-capped peak, following
the river north up the valley until they reached the mouth of Canyon Largo,
about fifty miles away. Here the valley ended, the face of the Canadian escarpment rising up to meet the Las Vegas plateau. Lieutenant Colonel Bergmann
joined 1st Lieutenant Daley on this search and reported, “I beg leave here
to state that the rumors of pretended ‘Navajoe outrages’ committed in the
Conchas Valley near the mountain ‘Corazon,’ ‘Mesa Rica’ . . . and ‘Canon
Largo,’ etc. etc. are almost daily brought in here by Mexicans.” Bergmann
explained that he believed the locals sent soldiers on wild goose chases so
illegal contraband could flow through the valley without being detected, allowing trade along the ancient routes that connected the mountains to the
plains to continue.37
The environment surrounding Mesa Rica was hard on the soldiers and
their animals. Evaporation rates strong enough to eliminate fifty inches of
ground moisture prevailed in a region that only averaged twenty inches of
rainfall annually.38 For most Anglos, the land around Fort Bascom was never
much more than a dry, rocky, windy hell-hole of sand and lizards where
they never quite got their bearings. Gregg’s “sublimity of desolation” was
more desolate than sublime for the troops forced to exist with one blanket, a
greatcoat, and their wits. On 10 May 1867, a letter by Dubois summarized the
way most soldiers felt about the region: “This post is very insecure. The water
is carried from the river to the post in water wagons, a distance of half a mile. If
any of the prarie [sic] tribes should be hostile this summer this post is exposed to
. . . danger.”39 Such places could be just as unforgiving to the Jicarilla Apaches
or Nuevomexicanos that traversed the region, but they did not consider the
eroded plains or the Llano Estacado an alien landscape. Place was woven
into the greater fabric of their lives, as were the animals, the weather, and the
rocks.40 The Canadian River Valley provided Nuevomexicanos, Puebloans,
Comanches, and Jicarilla Indians with a vibrant, multi-faceted ecosystem
on which to survive. The mountains, ravines, and grasslands helped shape
their culture. For some, it was a holy land, for others, just home. Only after
Anglo soldiers began to attain a similar view did military momentum in the
valley shift. And with each desolate day, the soldiers and officers acquired
more information on their surroundings and their adversaries.41
In the process of adapting to the Canadian River Valley bioregion, the
soldiers and their animals suffered from lack of supplies. As mentioned above,
prior to the Civil War, the army canceled a plan to move its main supply
center away from Fort Union to Fort Butler along the Canadian River due
to cost and logistical considerations. Many patrols that originated out of
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Fort Bascom failed to achieve their goals because the soldiers ran out of
supplies and forage before apprehending the escaping Navajos or elusive
comancheros. If Fort Butler had replaced Fort Union as the main supply
depot in New Mexico, perhaps many of the patrols could have been more
successful in tracking down the Navajos and comancheros. For most of
the 1860s, insufficient supplies, a lack of guides, and general ignorance
of the land contributed to Fort Bascom’s soldiers’ inability to control either the southern Plains Indians or their trading partners. Despite these
difficulties, Capt. Louis Morris reported in 1866, “The troops at this post
have been doing the usual fatigue, garrison, and scouting duties.” These
scouts contributed to an ever-growing accumulation of information on the
region and its people. Such intelligence was disseminated throughout the
Department of New Mexico and later the Department of Missouri, which
included Texas in the 1870s.42
An event in 1864 illustrates how past experiences impacted future strategies.
Carson learned a valuable lesson at the Battle of Adobe Walls.43 In May 1864,
Comanche and Kiowa raiding along the Santa Fe Trail was already escalating when several white American teamsters were attacked and gruesomely
murdered at the Lower Cimarron Springs. Three Hispanos who were part of
this supply train were allowed to go free, which galled Commander Carleton.
He was already convinced that many of the Nuevomexicanos who traded
with the Indians also scouted and occasionally raided with them, underscoring why they often escaped harm during such attacks. The teamsters’ deaths
spurred Carleton to launch an expedition against Comanche and Kiowa
villages located about two hundred miles to the east in the Texas Panhandle.
Colonel Carson, fresh from ushering the Navajos to Fort Sumner, led 14 officers, 321 enlisted men, 75 Ute and Jicarilla auxiliaries, and 100 pack mules
on a two-hundred-mile march out of Fort Bascom and down the Canadian
River to kill the Comanche and Kiowa warriors, and to destroy their villages.
The famous Indian fighter and his soldiers failed in this endeavor, lucky to
get out of Texas with their lives.44
The battle took place just east of the crumbling ruins of an old outpost
known as Adobe Walls. Soon after Carson’s forces reached their target, thousands of Kiowas and Comanches surrounded them and unleashed their full
force on Carson’s men. If not for two wagon-mounted howitzers, it is doubtful the Union soldiers and their auxiliaries would have been able to escape.
Carleton blamed the comancheros, suspecting that they had warned the
Indians of the coming attack. In their reports, Carson and his men marveled
at their adversaries’ adroit combat skills and strategic wherewithal. Forced to
acknowledge the deadly ramifications of blindly assuming the triumphant
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ill. 2. new mexican masonic lodge leaders in the 1860s
In this photo, by Nicholas Brown, Lt. Col. Edward H. Bergmann of Fort
Bascom is standing on the far left. Col. Christopher “Kit” Carson is seated
in the center. Brig. Gen. James H. Carleton is seated on the far right.
(Photograph courtesy Palace of the Governors Photo Archives [NMHM/
DCA], neg. no. 009826)

inevitability of the U.S. Army’s mission to control the southern Plains Indians, the sixty-nine Fort Bascom soldiers attached to this expedition, if not
everyone within the Military Department of New Mexico, learned from the
excursion’s failure.45
Although the results of Carson’s mission were spun in a manner that
protected reputations and honor, this battle indicated just how difficult
gaining control of this borderland region would be for the U.S. Army. Officers and soldiers alike, especially those posted along the Canadian River,
which remained the forward edge of the battlefront for the next ten years,
painfully realized that conquest over the southern Plains Indians would take
more than technological superiority or presupposed ideological notions of
national grandeur. Army officers understood they had to reshape their strategy into one that incorporated information regarding the environment and
new tactics before significant progress could take place in the Southwest.
In the meantime, the Comanches and Kiowas of the Canadian River Valley
demonstrated that they were equal to any force the U.S. Army could put in
the field, exhibiting no fear of their Anglo adversaries.
On 25 July 1866, Lieutenant Colonel Bergmann experienced the southern
Plains Indians’ confidence in their ability to defend themselves firsthand.
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Sent to find the “principal Chiefs” of the warring tribes and conduct a
council, after traveling 250 miles to the southeast, Bergmann and his small
party were eventually allowed to ride into the heart of the main village. He
counted 160 lodges on the journey into their camp. During his meeting
with “Sher-qui-na-Kwagh,” “Pi-ti-tes-whe,” and many other chiefs, he noted
in his report: “All of these Indians are splendidly mounted and well provided
(by the traders) with arms. I have seen not one Indian without revolver, great
many were even armed with two of them . . . It is astonishing what a great
number of mexicans there are living with these Indians.” He estimated that at
least half the warriors they encountered were of Nuevomexicano or Mexican
descent. Like Carleton, Bergmann believed they were being used as spies
and decoys along the Fort Smith road and elsewhere.46
Everyone within the Comanche village treated the Americans with undisguised scorn. As to the nature of his visit, and whether some future truce
between their peoples might be possible, Bergmann informed Maj. Cyrus
de Forrest, the acting assistant adjutant general, that the Comanches and
Kiowas did not appear to care one way or the other. He wrote, “I heard them
say it will not pay to go any longer to Texas for those people have already been
robbed poor and it is there-fore apparent that these Indians are now hunting
for an excuse . . . to rob and murder in New Mexico.” Such a report makes
clear what a complicated, dangerous, and difficult mission the men of Fort
Bascom and other frontier outposts faced in the first years after the Civil War.
Writing history requires that scholars detail what the men on the ground
knew of events as they transpired, but it is just as important to communicate
what the subject did not know. It is doubtful Bergmann spent much time in
1866 contemplating the inevitable decline and destruction of the southern
Plains Indians.47
The following year, Capt. George W. Letterman, who now commanded
Fort Bascom, reported the results of 1st Sgt. Charles Brown’s scout of 23
August 1867. This patrol consisted of men from the 125th U.S. Colored
Infantry, Company K. Sergeant Brown and his soldiers captured six comancheros near the New Mexico–Texas border. They were herding eleven
pack mules loaded with trade merchandise. These Hispanos did not have
licenses to trade with the Indians, but claimed their papers were just to the
east, having left them with traders that were “up ahead.” The pack mules
were carrying “200 pounds of corn meal, 500 of Mexican hard bread, 35 or
40 butcher knives . . . tea, sugar, flour . . . one box of Army caps (100) about
(400) percussion caps (small)-several pounds of lead, about 5 pounds of
Powder and 16 Enongated [sic] Balls Cav. Cal. 58.”48 Captain Letterman’s
report illustrates how vibrant this market remained. Letterman also noted
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that his men constantly stopped “several parties with trains on their way to
the Comanche Country to trade.” Within this same report he revealed that in
one ten-day span of scouts, his soldiers had appropriated over eight hundred
stolen cattle from Comanches and comancheros.49
In December 1868, Col. Andrew W. Evans and six troops of the Third
U.S. Cavalry, a company of the Thirty-Seventh U.S. Infantry, a battery of
mountain howitzers, and a large contingent of Ute auxiliaries moved east
out of Fort Bascom. They headed down the Canadian River toward Antelope
Hills, the same destination of Carson’s failed expedition of 1864, on a similar
mission. This time, however, Colonel Evans’s troops were accompanied by
Capt. Eugene A. Carr’s men from Fort Lyon to stop the theft of cattle and
horses in Texas. Evans kept a copy of Carson’s report with him on this march,
proving the value of the earlier expedition despite Carson’s failure. Evans’s
men made contact with and skirmished against the Kwahada Comanches
in Texas, chasing them in a running gun battle across the panhandle to a
point twenty miles above Fort Cobb, in Oklahoma. In the process, Evans’s
soldiers destroyed Nokoni Chief Horseback’s village. After the skirmish, many
of the southern Plains Indians surrendered at Fort Bascom. A greater majority
slipped away to fight another day. The U.S. Army achieved final victory only
after military officials organized several columns to converge on the Natives
from multiple directions.50
Col. Ranald S. Mackenzie’s victory at Palo Duro Canyon on 28 September 1874 was the fruition of Lt. Gen. Philip H. Sheridan’s new strategy to
penetrate comanchería from different directions and to eliminate avenues
of escape. Only three Comanches were killed in the attack. Casualty wise,
this was typical of most battles fought in the region. The destruction of over
one thousand Indian horses, however, was atypical. The elimination of the
Comanches’ horse population diminished their remaining wealth and their
ability to evade their enemy or hunt for food. While Mackenzie approached
the Llano Estacado from Fort Concho, Maj. William R. Price led about
two hundred and twenty-five troopers from Fort Bascom toward the same
location. Like Major Evans, Price left this post with Carson’s report of his
“scout” down the Canadian River to Adobe Walls in 1864. While Price’s
men failed to engage the southern Plains Indians in a crucial battle, they did
skirmish against Comanches and Kiowas near the Dry Fork of the Wichita
River. Their presence, along with the other columns, reduced the space in
which the Indians could operate. In the end, occupying space, removing
resources, and converging on the Indians from different directions proved
to be the winning strategy. The accolades Mackenzie and the Fourth U.S.
Cavalry acquired for their actions were legitimate. This acclaim, however,
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often failed to recognize the contributions of soldiers who helped set the
stage for this climatic battle.51
***
The tropes of the U.S. Army’s superiority and American ingenuity do not
explain how the Comanches and Kiowas were finally forced onto their reservations. If superior firepower and intellect were not the main arbiters of western
expansion, what was, and what role does Fort Bascom play in the answer? Current scholarship keenly illustrates how adept and adaptive Native Americans
were to their changing geopolitical environment. Historians such as Gary
Clayton Anderson, Todd F. Smith, Juliana Barr, Hämäläinen, and DeLay have
all demonstrated that Native Americans were certainly equal to the French,
Spanish, and U.S. settlers and soldiers who desired their land. Although Fort
Bascom failed to continue as a full-time military base after 1870, it continued
to house cavalrymen as a temporary base, used for patrols, picket details, and
a staging area for military expeditions into the Texas Panhandle.52
The evolution of the American soldier from an easterner out of his element into an adaptable frontier fighter began with long-distance excursions
such as those experienced by the infantry and cavalry posted at Fort Bascom.
Experience gained from prior expeditions and mundane “fatigue, garrison
duty, and scouts” was incorporated into future strategies more suited to the
existing environment. The U.S. Army only gained the knowledge required to
defeat the Comanches after soldiers were inserted into comanchería. No post
was closer to this homeland than Fort Bascom. When searching for either the
comancheros or the Indians, it was common for cavalry stationed there to ride
for hundreds of miles in all directions, journeys that encompassed much of
northern and central New Mexico and a great deal of the Texas Panhandle.
Second Lt. Harrison S. Weeks led twenty-four enlisted men of the Eighth U.S.
Cavalry “on a scout towards the Llano Estacado” of 409 miles. Col. Ranald
Mackenzie’s Fourth U.S. Cavalry was posted to Fort Richardson, considered
Texas’s northernmost frontier fort in the 1870s. Fort Richardson was three
hundred miles from Palo Duro Canyon, whereas Fort Bascom was located
only one hundred and fifty miles to the west. Prior to 1874, soldiers stationed
along the Canadian River in New Mexico scouted this region many times and
participated in two major expeditions onto the Llano Estacado. In early 1863,
army officers already knew that many of their problems with Indians were
related to the comancheros. Nuevomexicano and Puebloan traders supplied
Indians with gunpowder, rifles, and food products in exchange for Mexican
and Texan cattle. Fort Bascom soldiers spent a great deal of time on their
horses chasing the comancheros and their trading partners, in the process
learning where the best rendezvous sites and water holes were located.53
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An examination of the patrols illustrates how these men were required
to overcome a talented adversary on their own turf. Such missions required
finding a way to shorten both time and distance in a land that seemed to
stretch forever. The solution was riding out of the fort at midnight and not
stopping until noon the next day. These patrols highlight an emerging strategy
that acknowledged overwhelming force was not the critical factor in gaining
control of the southern Plains; acclimating to the environment was just as
crucial. Cavalry crisscrossing known Indian and comanchero trails at night
details how familiar soldiers were becoming with the landscape, implementing tactics that they ultimately used to gain control of the southern Plains
Indians who refused to go to reservations. On 2 November 1862, Captain
Backus led a patrol out of Camp Easton in search of a band of comancheros reported to be traveling down the Fort Smith road to Texas. Leaving at
midnight with twenty men, Backus and his troops traveled twenty-five miles
by sunrise, and continued another twenty before realizing the traders had
turned around. Backus returned to Camp Easton. On 6 November he and his
men again left camp at midnight but this time caught up with one hundred
Nuevomexicanos, thirty empty wagons, and one hundred and fifty head of
“fat cattle,” on the way to the Llano Estacado. In his report, Backus noted that
he was familiar with two hundred and fifty miles of the surrounding area.54
From the beginning, soldiers from Fort Bascom swept for hundreds
of miles in all directions, assimilating topographical, environmental, and
demographic information into their memories, which made them better
soldiers. For instance, in August 1863, Lt. William Brady and twenty-five
privates of the First New Mexico Volunteer Cavalry, Company I, spent
thirty days on the move, ordered to “hunt up and destroy Parties of Navajoes
[sic] or Apaches.” They traveled sixty miles up the Canadian River, paying
particular attention to the mouth of the Conchas and the deep, red-walled
canyon from which it emerged. Carrying anywhere from fifteen to thirty days’
rations and hundreds of rounds of ammunition on pack mules, these scouts
followed ancient footpaths and cart trails that wound around, through, and
over Canyon Largo, “Corazon” Mountain, atop the Caprock, and across the
llano. They followed signs of men and women on foot, horses, wagon-tracks,
and freshly made cattle trails. Water was never plentiful and when found, its
salinity made it undrinkable. Forage was sparse to nonexistent.
On another extended journey, about 250 miles to the southeast of Fort
Bascom, Lieutenant Colonel Bergmann found a large Comanche village
“very close to the Texas settlements.” On 8 September 1867, Captain Letterman, leading Company K of the 125th U.S. Colored Infantry, chased a
group of mule thieves “90 to 100” miles before capturing them.55 Certainly
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few Americans ever became as familiar with the region as the Indians they
eventually conquered. They did, however, make substantial progress after
coming to accept the land as it was, discounting any preconceived notions
of what it was supposed to be or what it might become. Such adaptation
allowed the U.S. Army to develop an effective southwestern Indian policy,
which relied more on economic warfare and maintaining key positions along
the old trade routes than bloody battlefield victories.
Aside from Carson’s, Evans’s, and Price’s military penetrations into
Texas, patrols originating from Fort Bascom routinely cut across the Llano
Estacado in search of illegal traders and Comanches. On 26 August 1870, 1st
Lt. Robert Carrick led nine Eighth U.S. Cavalry troopers down a “recently
discovered trail” that led into Texas to break up “illicit traffic.” In 1872 an
unnamed soldier identified only as “bugler” of the same outfit published a
report in the Freeport (Ill.) Journal describing his experiences as a trooper
under Capt. James F. Randlett, Eighth U.S. Cavalry, Company D. Captain
Randlett established his base at Fort Bascom after it no longer served as a
full-time post. Christening himself a “horse marine,” the unknown “bugler”
noted his company had been patrolling the region since 1869. In mid-1871,
the Daily New Mexican corroborated Company D’s impact: “The vigorous
campaign opened by the military authorities [out of Fort Bascom] upon the
Comanche traders, is already showing its affect [sic].” Captain Randlett and
other soldiers of the Eighth Cavalry would later use techniques learned in
New Mexico assisting the Texas Rangers in their efforts to halt cattle theft
along the southern Rio Grande.56
Colonel Mackenzie made his first patrol of the Llano Estacado in 1871,
three years prior to the Fourth’s victory at Palo Duro Canyon. On a much
larger scale, this earlier mission resembled Lieutenant Carrick’s scout in 1870.
Carrick was ordered to bring a halt to the comanchero trade and eliminate
warring Indians wherever he found them. Mackenzie’s expedition took him
all the way to Fort Bascom before he turned south to scout out Quitaque and
Tule Canyon. While few comancheros or Indians were apprehended on that
patrol, Maj. Gen. Christopher C. Augur, commander of the Department of
Texas, believed such efforts boded well for the army, noting any information
gained regarding the region’s topography or resources could be incorporated
into future strategies. In the decade prior to Mackenzie’s foray into northwest
Texas, similar expeditions and numerous scouts to the same area originated
out of Fort Bascom. Captains Backus and Letterman, Lieutenant Colonel
Bergmann, and the many regular and volunteer infantry and cavalry officers
routinely posted their observations and experiences to the army’s headquarters,
which also boded well for the army’s future in the Southwest.57
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Isolated from its historical context, Fort Bascom does not appear to warrant much attention. The Canadian River, however, runs through the heart
of southwestern history, and Fort Bascom was strategically placed along
this stream. Situated in the eroded plains of New Mexico, facing the Llano
Estacado, amid comanchería and astride ancient comanchero trails, soldiers
who served there did important duty. Gaining control of the frontier was
hard, dirty work accomplished more by the soldiers’ and officers’ experiences
than by any grand and glamorous bugle-led charge. Fort Bascom’s soldiers,
whether lost in the shadow of Mesa Rica or hauling water from the Canadian River, were involved in the process of learning how to exist in this hard
country. Goetzmann, in his study of the U.S. Army’s topographical engineers
wrote about the “importance of viewing exploration as activity rather than
sequence.” Fort Bascom supports this idea. By merely existing, this post disrupted the economic lifeline that tethered the mountain and plains people
together despite being unable to sever this thriving trade.58
Victory in occupied territory is often acquired only through a war of
attrition—a slow, debilitating process where neither side can rely on body
counts to determine the winner. Such a war gave the U.S. soldiers time to
learn about the environment and the foe. Prior to 1874, the activity of doing so
was more important for the troops than any single battle they fought. Carson’s
defeat at Adobe Walls in 1864 informed everyone within the Department of
New Mexico and the U.S. Army of their weaknesses and the Natives’ strengths.
A decade passed after Carson’s foray into the Texas Panhandle before the army
fully controlled the region. Fort Bascom remained active until this occurred.
In the latter part of the 1860s, the word that best characterized the
people of the Canadian River Valley was displacement. Forts built between
long-established trade routes disrupted and altered generational relationships that had developed between the Puebloans, Nuevomexicanos, and
Plains Indians. Not surprisingly, this trade, woven into the fabric of the
region’s economy, was difficult for the U.S. Army to eliminate. Additionally, Carleton’s plans to create an agricultural oasis at the Bosque Redondo
exacerbated problems between soldiers and southern Plains Indians. An
ill-conceived disaster, its failure injected thousands of Navajos and a few
hundred Mescaleros among the comancheros and U.S. soldiers, creating a
cross-cultural nightmare of displacement. The American notion that landscape, like the indigenous cultures found west of the Mississippi River, could
be mastered with the right dose of ingenuity and power largely caused this
social tragedy. Since this was what many of the officers residing in Santa
Fe believed, they tried to implement the policy across the New Mexican
frontier. Upon arrival at Fort Bascom, soldiers were not so sure, but quickly
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realized their surroundings would be no easier to conquer than the people
they found there.
Over time, they endured the harsh landscape, which bled into their character. Fort Bascom soldiers came to know the great comanchero rendezvous sites
and could even pinpoint where the Comanches liked to winter their horses.
They knew the location of the streams that cut across the Llano Estacado and
spring-fed creeks that bubbled out of the eroded plains of eastern New Mexico.
Both cavalry and infantry, regular army and volunteers, operated out of this post
for twelve years, accumulating little notice, but maintaining, at the very least,
key positions along heavily traveled conduits that funneled powder, weaponry,
and food to the Comanches and comancheros. The impact of disrupting this
trade is hard to gauge, yet must be acknowledged. The mundane routine of
continual cavalry patrols along the many paths that cut across the Canadian
River altered the Indians’ ability to acquire military goods and foodstuffs.
Boots on the ground mattered. The information Fort Bascom soldiers accumulated on the environment and their worthy adversaries was transferred
throughout the military districts. The Fourth Cavalry and many other units
were able to draw on the experiences and subsequent reports written by the
soldiers of Fort Bascom. Regardless of whether they were gained from a
defeat, victory, or just getting lost, such experiences helped the U.S. Army
gain control of the Southwest in the last quarter of the nineteenth century.59
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Capt. Horace Jewett, Special Order No. 87, Fort Bascom, 26 August 1870, General
Orders, p. 250, vol. 49, Arrott Collection; “Camp on the Canadian River, N.M.,”
Freeport (Ill.) Journal, 16 October 1872; and Daily New Mexican, 6 June 1871. Randlett
of Company D, Maj. Andrew J. Alexander, and 2nd Lt. Harrison S. Weeks, to name
just a few, were Fort Bascom veterans who were transferred to Fort Brown with the
Eighth U.S. Cavalry in 1875. Alexander was post commander of Bascom for a portion
of 1867. For Randlett’s and other soldiers’ experiences in South Texas, see House

358 N new mexico historical review

volume 87, number 3

Committee on the Texas Frontier Troubles, Report on Texas Frontier Troubles, 44th
Cong., 1st sess., 1876, H. Rep. 343, ser. no. 1709, pp. 93, 94. Randlett was stationed at
Fort Union in 1871, being detached to Fort Bascom with Company D of the Eighth
Cavalry to eliminate hostile Indians and apprehend comancheros. Robert M. Utley,
Lone Star Justice: The First Century of the Texas Rangers (New York: Berkley Books,
2002), 164, 165. Randlett served the majority of his time in New Mexico at Fort Stanton.
Returns, U.S. Army, January 1871, November 1871, and November 1875, r. 81, M617A,
RG 94, NA.
57. Kenner, The Comanchero Frontier, 193; and Smith, The Old Army in Texas, 153.
58. Goetzmann, Explorations and Empire, xi.
59. Gregg, Commerce of the Prairies, 2; and Carter, On the Border with Mackenzie, 487–95.
Notations regarding water sources are scattered throughout the archival documents.
Two examples are 1st Lt. William J. Cain to Lt. Edward Hunter, 11 March 1869, pp.
200–201, vol. 49, Arrott Collection; and Capt. John Dubois to Acting Asst. Adj. Gen.
Cyrus de Forrest, 10 May 1867, p. 113, vol. 49, Arrott Collection. The counterpoint to
this argument could be that Fort Bascom was irrelevant because its soldiers did not
single-handedly eliminate the comanchero trade. Scholars could point to the band
of Texas cattlemen John Hittson led into New Mexico to retrieve their property, and
might also try to substantiate Fort Bascom’s irrelevancy by revealing how some of its
officers were involved in this illegal trade. For more on the officers’ involvement,
see Kenner, The Comanchero Frontier. Although such incidents warrant a place in
this outpost’s history, they do not detract from, nor erase, this post’s cumulative contributions in helping to shape the U.S. Army’s military policies on the southwestern
frontier, the focus of this study.

Book Reviews

From Greenwich Village to Taos: Primitivism and Place at Mabel Dodge
Luhan’s. By Flannery Burke. (Lawrence: University Press of Kansas, 2008.
xi + 248 pp. Duotones, 13 halftones, notes, bibliography, index. $34.95 cloth,
ISBN 978-0-7006-1579-7.)
From Greenwich Village to Taos is a beautifully textured book that tells
the story of Mabel Dodge Luhan and her community in Taos, New Mexico,
and explores crucial questions about representation, place, and modernity.
Flannery Burke artfully describes how Dodge, who hosted a popular salon
in Greenwich Village during the early 1910s, attracted a cadre of cultural
luminaries to northern New Mexico and helped shape their representations
of the region as a “land of enchantment.” Burke focuses each chapter on
a different individual within Dodge’s orbit, a structural decision that in the
hands of a lesser writer could have resulted in a disjointed or repetitive narrative. She pulls it off with aplomb to create a multilayered analysis of early
twentieth-century modernism and its impact within and beyond New Mexico.
Although always limited by sources, her discussions of Pueblo Indian
and Nuevomexicano perspectives in the period are particularly important.
Oral interviews conducted at Taos Pueblo help illuminate Taos Indian
views of Dodge’s activities and their complex material consequences for the
pueblo. In an innovative analysis of what she terms “competitive primitivism,” Burke examines the competing preferences of modernist artists and
intellectuals to patronize those groups—particularly African Americans and
Native Americans—that they considered the most authentically primitive.
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Differences over the perceived relative value of Native Americans versus
Nuevomexicanos helped determine which cultural and political causes
the artists of Santa Fe and Taos embraced. Such patronage offered very real
benefits to financially struggling communities and some members of those
communities willingly encouraged the artists’ romanticized images. At the
same time, Burke is certainly not the first to note that these images offered
a severely circumscribed vision for communities thereby designated as perpetual “primitives.”
Burke frames the book with questions about the significance of northern
New Mexico for the history of modernism, and the ongoing tensions within
the state over modernity, authenticity, and representation. Her own identity
as a fifth-generation native of the region provides a useful starting point as
she critically examines her inherited suspicions of wealthy outsiders and her
self-diagnosed biases toward the “authentic” over the touristic or commercial.
Burke thus accomplishes the rare feat of placing herself within the history she
narrates, and in the process she helps link Dodge’s legacy to the dilemmas
experienced by many New Mexicans today. The book’s central claims, in the
end, are that continuing representations of New Mexico as a “world apart”
must be resisted because they limit both cultural and economic possibilities
for the future, and, for the sake of that future this region and others like it
must be re-imagined and re-presented as modern places. In the process, she
argues, historians of modernism must attend to the material consequences of
modernist cultural productions in places like New Mexico. For historians of
the U.S. West, and New Mexico in particular, this book is a valuable addition
to the scholarship on race and primitivism in the early twentieth century.
Beyond those areas, anyone interested in the intersections of race, place, and
modernity will find Burke an insightful and informative guide.
Tisa Wenger
Yale University

The Jar of Severed Hands: Spanish Deportation of Apache Prisoners of War,
1770–1810. By Mark Santiago. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 2011.
xiv + 258 pp. Halftones, line drawings, maps, charts, appendix, notes, bibliography, index. $29.95 cloth, ISBN 978-0-8061-4177-0.)
This book is part of an emerging scholarship emphasizing violent relations between indigenous people and colonizing powers in the southwestern
Borderlands. Like most imperial Indian policies, deportation did not function
exactly as Spanish policymakers intended. Mark Santiago contends, however,
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that in combination with the practice of settling Apaches on reservations,
deportation helped bring “a greater measure of peace along the frontier” by
“placing a powerful constraint on the behavior of those viewed as enemies
or potential enemies” (p. 194). Written largely from the Spanish perspective,
this book offers the most thorough examination to date of the forced relocation and enslavement of Apaches. By expanding the geographical scope of
Apache-Spanish contact beyond the colonial Southwest to interior Mexico
and even Cuba, Santiago deepens our understanding of the application of
Spanish Apache policy on the ground in the late colonial period.
Making excellent use of Spanish archival sources from repositories in
Texas, New Mexico, and California, Santiago divides his carefully researched
study into thirteen chronological chapters. In the first five chapters, he examines the seventeenth- and eighteenth-century origins of Spanish-Apache
warfare and describes Spanish policy toward Apaches through 1790 in a
broad European-indigenous comparative context. In the second half of the
book, Santiago meticulously narrates several of the most dramatic Apache
collera (chain gang) journeys, including the heart-wrenching story of Spanish officers severing the left hands of twelve Apache corpses in the aftermath
of a failed escape attempt in 1792. Through careful quantitative research,
Santiago reveals that Spaniards continued to exile independent Apaches,
especially women and children, to interior Mexico until 1809, and that the
total number of deportees from 1770 to 1809 is comparable to the number of
Apaches de paz who settled near Spanish presidios on reservations.
The book suffers from two major weaknesses. First, the author tends
to privilege Spanish perspectives over those of the Apaches. Santiago tries
throughout to prove that Spanish officers treated Apache prisoners of war
humanely. For example, after acknowledging sometimes appallingly high
death rates of “over fifty percent” for Apache deportees in transit, he surprisingly blames them solely on disease rather than on Spanish treatment or in
conjunction with other social and environmental factors (p. 96). Regardless
of whether Spaniards adequately clothed and fed Apache prisoners on a
particular journey, the collective trauma they experienced from Spanish
campaigns into their homeland prior to capture surely contributed to the
high mortality rates. The net result is that readers learn far more about the
policy and practice of deportation than about the Apache prisoners of war
themselves. Second, Santiago uses imprecise terminology to describe the
Apaches who negotiated peace accords with Spaniards and settled near
presidios on the margins of Apachería. He begins by stating that these sites
functioned essentially as reservations and later were known as establecimientos
de paz (peace establishments). But he provides no context, citation, or further
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elaboration. These are missed opportunities to discuss one of the earliest and
most ambitious attempts by Europeans to establish reserves for indigenous
peoples in the Americas, to point out that Spaniards called these communities
establecimientos, and that establecimientos de paz is a misnomer concocted
by twentieth-century Mexican and American scholars.
Matthew Babcock
University of North Texas at Dallas

Down Country: The Tano of the Galisteo Basin, 1250–1782. By Lucy R. Lippard, photographs by Edward Ranney. (Santa Fe: Museum of New Mexico
Press, 2010. 316 pp. 80 color plates, 39 halftones, 23 line drawings, 11 maps,
notes, bibliography, index. $50.00 cloth, ISBN 978-0-8901-3566-2.)
As the title implies, Down Country relates the history of the Tano, or
Southern Tewa, in the Galisteo Basin from the mid-thirteenth century to the
depopulation of the basin in 1782. The work is organized into three sections.
Part I, “Down Country Meetings,” describes the precontact occupation
of the Galisteo Basin. This section takes the reader from the earliest occupations, through the influx of Mesa Verde Anasazi peoples in the thirteenth
century, and into the classic period, when large well-known pueblos like San
Cristobal and San Marcos were inhabited. Lucy R. Lippard firmly grounds her
discussion of prehistory in the landscape of the Galisteo Basin, highlighting
its importance throughout the prehistoric period. The professional archaeologist may find this section hard to read at times because the author displays
a certain level of intellectual discomfort with archaeological interpretation,
which is reflected in an excessive use of quotations rather than syntheses
of archaeological knowledge. Nevertheless, all the important elements are
present, including detailed site descriptions and historical facts related to the
work of early investigators like Adolph Bandelier, Nels Nelson, and others.
Part II, “Shifting Winds,” describes early encounters, first with Spanish
explorers and later with missionaries and colonists, through the period immediately preceding the Pueblo Revolt of 1680. The chapters in this section
thoroughly capture the colonial experience during the first century and a
half of Spanish occupation of the Galisteo Basin.
Part III, “Revolt, Return, Release,” relates the story of the Pueblo Revolt
as it impacted the Galisteo Basin pueblos. Lippard then narrates the Spanish
reconquista and the subsequent abandonment of the valley by Pueblo peoples,
likely resulting from a smallpox outbreak in 1782. Once again, Lippard paints
a detailed picture of the consequences of the Pueblo Revolt on the Natives
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of the Galisteo Basin as well as the overarching long-term consequences of
European contact on the cultural landscape of New Mexico.
Overall, this volume is a well-researched history of the Galisteo Basin, and
by extension, an important general summary of the Puebloan and colonial
experience in the Rio Grande. Lippard’s obvious passion for the Galisteo Basin comes through in her rich descriptions of the landscape and environment
in which this story played out over the six centuries covered in the volume.
The thoroughly researched prehistoric and historical sequence is augmented
by Edward Ranney’s excellent photography and by detailed line drawings of
archaeological sites and rock art images. The only real criticism of this work
as a whole is that the writing style cannot be characterized as “popular” or
“academic,” but something in between, which may be distracting to some
academic readers. Because of this, Down Country will primarily appeal to a
popular audience though the professional archaeologist and historian will
find it to be a useful source of information. Despite any minor issues of style,
however, this is a must read for anyone interested in late Southwest prehistory
or in the Spanish colonial period in the American Southwest.
Charles R. Riggs
Fort Lewis College

Pueblo Peoples on the Pajarito Plateau: Archaeology and Efficiency. By
David E. Stuart. (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 2010.
xiii + 145 pp. 13 color plates, 53 halftones, bibliography. $19.95 paper, ISBN
978-0-8263-4911-8.)
This is a readable update to David E. Stuart’s The Magic of Bandelier
(1989), profiting from new data and interpretations generated by the National Park Service’s Bandelier Archaeological Survey in 1999, Washington
State University’s Bandelier Archaeological Excavation Project in 2004, and
a continuing survey of the monument under the direction of archaeologist
Rory Gauthier. While Stuart emphasizes settlement and subsistence practices
more here than in his previous work, the present volume still provides a broad
view of regional history from Paleo-Indian times through the Classic period.
The final section contains a series of vignettes on Bandelier’s most-visited
sites, including Tyuonyi, Yapashi, and Tsankawi.
Stuart is interested in power and efficiency and how they might structure
the archaeological record. He contends that some societies emphasized power
and produced “huge structures and a costly, expanding infrastructure”—think
Chaco with its “elite-driven complexity” (pp. x, 69). But this grandeur,
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Stuart suggests, resulted in rigidity and fragility. Populations on the elevated,
relatively well-watered Pajarito Plateau grew just as grandiose as Chaco, in
the basin to the west, which was entering the drought of the mid-1100s that
contributed, in part, to its downfall. The Pajarito societies emphasized efficiency in their development of cobble- or gravel-mulched fields, and in
several aspects of their technology (p. 96).
But these upland, pinyon-juniper locations suffered from short-growing
seasons, cool nights, and thin and easily depleted soils, and the dry farming
they supported was vulnerable to drought (p. 104). Habitations began to
shift downslope in location after about 1280. Stuart calls the fourteenth and
fifteenth centuries the “Riverine Period,” recognizing the growing importance
of irrigation from rivers and streams throughout the 1300s. Curiously for a
book published in 2010, Stuart laments that few Santa Fe B/w sites have been
excavated on the Pajarito, neglecting, for example, recent large-scale excavations of coalition sites on former Los Alamos National Laboratory lands.
In a postscript, Stuart connects our current grandiose, energetically lavish
society with Chaco’s, and calls for a move toward rebalancing, less waste, and
greater awareness: “The class of Americans who most like to lead us is too
often the product of great power and great wealth. We cannot afford them,
and cannot count on their stilted and detached worldview to set a balanced
and safe direction for our next century” (p. 120). However much one might
agree with these sentiments, Stuart’s case is weakened by his failure to define
precisely what efficiency means and how to recognize it in the archaeological
record. Even downtown Chaco’s great houses might have been extremely
efficient, at least for Chaco’s elite (especially if they did not have to build
them). Is it not in some sense more “efficient” to signal might and prosperity,
and thereby entrain cooperation, than to have to continually fight about it?
Every claim of efficiency must specify a social unit, time scale, and measurement standard.
Most practicing archaeologists will need the detail provided by other
publications, including Robert Power’s The People of Bandelier: New Insights
from the Archaeology of the Pajarito Plateau (2005). Stuart’s volume, however,
is better than any of these at putting the Pajarito story into the grand narrative
of the prehistory of the eastern Pueblo people. It is perhaps less successful
in placing these societies into the metanarrative of human evolution. Still,
I applaud Stuart for trying to find relevance for today in the trajectories of
some of the earliest Southwestern societies.
Timothy A. Kohler
Washington State University
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In Search of Dominguez and Escalante: Photographing the 1776 Spanish
Expedition through the Southwest. By Greg Mac Gregor and Siegfried Halus,
foreword by Frances Levin, essay by Joseph P. Sanchez. (Santa Fe: Museum
of New Mexico Press, 2011. 232 pp. 137 halftones, maps, bibliography. $50.00
cloth, ISBN 978-0-8901-3529-7.)
Just weeks after the signing of the Declaration of Independence in July
1776, two Franciscan friars, Francisco Atanasio Dominguez and Silvestro
Velez de Escalante, embarked on an epic journey to map an overland route
from Santa Fe, New Mexico, to Monterrey, California. Greg Mac Gregor
and Siegfried Halus retrace Dominguez and Escalante’s arduous eighteen
hundred-mile trek through the Southwest with cameras in hand and Escalante’s journal to guide them. The work provides the first photographic
record of the entire route with beautiful images that reveal the seemingly
timelessness of the region’s peoples and landscapes, but also the eyesores of
modernity that have intruded upon this magical place.
In Search of Dominguez and Escalante is an attractive volume. Quoting
freely from Escalante’s journal, the photographers follow the historic route
(called the Old Spanish Trail) from its start in Santa Fe, up through the mountains and canyons of southwestern Colorado, and into the largely uncharted
sierras and deserts of Utah. Well-produced maps help readers trace the padres’
footsteps as they struggle through the sands and snows of the Great Basin,
make a lifesaving decision to turn back, and ultimately succeed in fording
the mighty Colorado River at Glen Canyon. With many dead ends, using
Indians and faith to guide them, the friars ultimately limped back to New
Mexico. Their writings provide glimpses into the eighteenth-century world
of Hopi, Zuni, Acoma, and other Pueblo communities. Although failing to
reach Monterrey, the expedition nonetheless created the first map of the
northern wilds of the Spanish Empire and modern Utah; it was used by intrepid explorers well into the nineteenth century. While published previously,
Escalante’s journal entries are reproduced here in more accessible form. They
illuminate the first encounters between Europeans and indigenous peoples
in the region, revealing the sensitive, organic diplomacy the padres utilized
as they negotiated passage through Ute territory, struggled to secure Native
guides, and had both joyous and fearful meetings with Indian peoples.
Although the introductions are useful, a weakness of the text is that the
authors sometimes fail to provide context for certain sections of Escalante’s
journal and uncritically reproduce terms that convey racial stereotypes and
cultural misperceptions common to the era (certain Indians are “lazy,”
“habitual gamblers,” some “beg” for conversion, others are “docile” and
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“timid”). A few historical errors also intrude (Utah is “Spanish” territory
in 1847, tunas are a “type” of prickly pear cactus). But overall the authors
provide excellent editorial notations and maps that lead readers through the
journal entries and photographs. Images of the recently burned Mormon
Tabernacle in Provo and the “shoe tree” in southern Utah remind us how
fragile and changing the landscapes and places are along the historic route.
The work is a gem for anyone intrigued by this period of exploration in the
Southwest and modern efforts to preserve our endangered historic trails for
future generations.
Mark Edwin Miller
Southern Utah University

Mexicanos: A History of Mexicans in the United States. 2d ed. By Manuel
G. Gonzales. (1999; reprint, Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 2009. ix
+ 395 pp. 20 halftones, maps, appendixes, notes, bibliography, index. $55.00
cloth, ISBN 978-0-253-35368-9, $21.95 paper, ISBN 978-0-253-22125-4.)
First published in 1999, Mexicanos: A History of Mexicans in the United
States was a welcomed and well received survey of Mexican American history
from the sixteenth century to the present. Providing a well-written, accessible narrative history, suitable for teaching upper division students and for
the general reader interested in a broad understanding of the history of this
growing and significant ethnic group, the volume was thoroughly researched
and incorporated the latest historical scholarship. What distinguished the first
volume was the author’s argument that he had attempted to be as objective
as possible, thereby challenging the way Chicano historians had previously
written on the subject. Trained in Latin American and Modern European
history, Manuel G. Gonzales took to task the activist point of view of early
Chicano historians and their unbalanced perspective that tended to make
Mexicans into victims of racial and ethnic oppression.
Ten years later the author has given up on the idea of objectivity and
calls for a more subjective understanding of the field of Chicano history as
it has become more professional and scholarly due to the cohort of younger,
better-trained scholars. Still calling himself a Chicano historian, but one who
views Chicano history “with a certain sense of detachment,” Gonzales still
characterizes his point of view as conservative (p. 6). While no one will ever
confuse Mexicanos with Rudolfo F. Acuña’s highly subjective and polemical work, Occupied America: A History of Chicanos (2007), a general history
survey must be accurate, compelling, and inclusive of all matter of historical
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and cultural experiences. To its credit, Mexicanos provides exemplary balance
and perspective.
The challenge in revising a narrative history is where to edit and add.
Gonzales’s second edition is an improvement over the first. Utilizing newer
scholarship in the field throughout the second edition, Gonzales also updates
his selected bibliography rather than just adding more works to the older bibliography. By including only works in Chicano history since 1985, Gonzales
shows students the current state of Chicano history. While the new bibliography is extremely helpful, the three new appendixes are less so because the
author fails to explain why these lists are necessary, making their inclusion
seem random. The most noticeable improvement in the second edition is
two new chapters beyond the Chicano era. The first edition ended abruptly
circa 1998 in a chapter titled “Pain and Promise.” In the second edition, the
pain and promise are gone and Gonzales instead characterizes 1975–1994 as
an era when Mexican Americans said “Goodbye to Aztlan,” and 1994 to the
present as “The Hispanic Challenge.” These chapters are well argued and
aptly describe the Mexican American experience during the latter decades
of the twentieth century, just as the rest of the volume ably chronicles the
history of Mexicanos in the United States.
Maria Raquel Casas
University of Nevada, Las Vegas

Braceros: Migrant Citizens and Transnational Subjects in the Postwar United States and Mexico. By Deborah Cohen. (Chapel Hill: The University
of North Carolina Press, 2011. xxxii + 328 pp. 25 halftones, map, notes, bibliography, index. $39.95 cloth, ISBN 978-0-8078-3359-9.)
Braceros is an insightful historical investigation of the expectations
that inspired Mexico and the United States to negotiate and implement
mid-twentieth century labor agreements, commonly known as the Bracero
Program. It elucidates the intensity of the transnational pressures facing Mexican and U.S. government representatives, labor activists, U.S. agricultural
growers, domestic workers, and braceros. Boosters promoted the separation
of braceros from their families to labor for three to six months in the United
States as integral to the modernization of Mexico and its people. Braceros
were to acquire direly needed agricultural skills and wages and invigorate
the Mexican countryside with their hard-earned experience, knowledge, and
savings. Throughout this investigation, historian Deborah Cohen expertly
weaves ethnographic fieldwork stretching across the Mexican rural towns of
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San Andres and Santa Angelica, Durango, with an incisive reading of U.S.
and Mexican government documents, newspapers, and the papers of U.S.
and Mexican activists, economists, growers, historians, and political scientists.
She demonstrates that neither government afforded braceros the opportunity
to learn or implement innovative agricultural methods or to earn or save
enough to remain successfully and permanently invested in Mexico.
Cohen compellingly reveals that throughout the Bracero Program’s twentytwo-year trajectory the Mexican and U.S. governments challenged braceros
to endure increasingly inhumane conditions and terms. These men were
denied opportunities and rights to excel as citizens in both nations. Cohen
clearly shows throughout the first part of her narrative of citizenship, nation,
and progress that U.S. agricultural growers took advantage of poor government
oversight to racialize braceros as physically predisposed to exploitative stoop
labor. Since renewal of their contracts rested on dehumanizing employment,
braceros often resisted clearing up misperceptions concerning their intellectual and physical capacity and humanity. Throughout the second part of
her consideration of these men’s migration and subjectivity, she argues that
braceros refused to see themselves as victims. They instead did everything
within their power to secure a contract or to enter into the United States as
undocumented immigrants. Desperate for wages and unprotected on either
side of the border, braceros developed their own distinct brand of modernity
to justify their pursuit of U.S. wages at any cost.
Cohen perceptively illustrates that braceros asserted their modernity
through remittances, becoming the third-largest source of revenue for Mexico;
purchase of radios and other luxury items; and subsidization of their social
debts to relatives, friends, and neighbors upon their return home. Throughout the third part of her discussion of braceros’ pursuit of their own vision
of modernity, it is evident that, as the program matured, the Mexican and
U.S. governments grew increasingly overwhelmed by their inability to understand or control the program’s reach or braceros’ concerns, desires, and
mobility. Government failure to realize the program’s vision forced braceros
to fashion identities and goals that were personally satisfying to them as
Mexican citizens, immigrants, and workers in both Mexico and the United
States. These men’s subjectivities would have been enriched by an in-depth
examination of how braceros’ choices impacted families, friends, and those
they displaced. Cohen’s careful consideration of bracero subjectivities will
enrich our understanding of the expansiveness of the mid-twentieth century
Mexican immigrant experience.
Ana Elizabeth Rosas
University of California, Irvine
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Red Power Rising: The National Indian Youth Council and the Origins of
Native Activism. By Bradley G. Shreve, foreword by Shirley Hill Witt. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 2011. xviii + 275 pp. 20 halftones, notes,
bibliography, index. $34.95 cloth, ISBN 978-0-8061-4178-7.)
Bradley G. Shreve’s Red Power Rising is the latest entry on the canonical
reading list of books that address American Indian activism and what has come
to be known as “Red Power,” or the “Red Power Movement.” The author sets
out to debunk the claims that the movement began among urban American
Indians who took over Alcatraz Island in November 1969, with members of
the American Indian Movement who occupied the Bureau of Indian Affairs
building in Washington, D.C., in 1972, during the siege at Wounded Knee
in 1973, or at the shootout on the Oglala Sioux reservation in June 1975.
Shreve’s thesis is that the roots of Red Power can be traced to the founding
of the National Indian Youth Council (NIYC) in 1961. What Shreve does not
do which is critical to his argument, is differentiate between Red Power as a
concept and Red Power as a sustainable activist movement. In fact, Shreve
more accurately, and perhaps inadvertently, traces the Red Power concept
to the Workshop on American Indian Affairs that began in the summer of
1956 under the leadership of D’Arcy McNickle. The movers and shakers of
the Indian world, including Clyde Warrior, Mel Thom, Joan Noble, Herb
Blatchford, Karen Rickard, Bruce Wilkie, Della Hopper, Charlie Cambridge,
Robert Dumont, Bernadine Eschief, Gerald Brown, and Browning Pipestem,
came together at this group’s meetings. These individuals already promoted
Indian self-determination prior to moving into various leadership positions
in the NIYC. It could also be argued, based on Shreve’s materials, that the
roots of Red Power were fermenting among members of the Regional Indian
Youth Councils in the mid-1950s.
Shreve accurately acknowledges that the NIYC failed as a sustainable
activist movement. He states in chapter 7 that the NIYC attempted to replicate the success of the Washington State fish-in protests. By the summer
of 1968, however, the organization was unable to establish itself as both an
educational agency and as a militant Red Power front; “the resulting upheaval
tore the [NIYC] council apart” (p. 160). While Warrior, NIYC president in
1966, continued to promote a “smash mouth” approach to change, by 1967
Jack Forbes, a Powhatan educational specialist working for the Far West
Laboratory for Educational Research and Development, viewed the NIYC
as an organization best suited to serve as a nonprofit educational agency (p.
160). In the summer of 1967, the NIYC abandoned any pretense of activism
when it put aside its anti-establishment rhetoric. Thom confirmed this

370 N new mexico historical review

volume 87, number 3

transition in a letter to members of the NIYC that stated, “the council could
no longer consider itself a purely activist outfit” (p. 166). Thom also wrote that
educational research had seemingly become the organization’s top priority,
not “protesting or ‘raising hell’” (p. 167).
Red Power Rising is an important contribution to the historiography of
American Indian activism and provides an excellent history of the NIYC.
Shreve’s historical treatise, when read in conjunction with Daniel M. Cobb’s
Native Activism in Cold War America: The Struggle for Sovereignty (2008),
sheds new light on an important American Indian organization that laid the
groundwork for generations of young Indian people and gave voice to the
discontent growing among this important group.
Troy Johnson
California State University, Long Beach

The Elusive West and the Contest for Empire, 1713–1763. By Paul W. Mapp.
(Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, published for the Omohundro Institute of Early American History and Culture, Williamsburg,
Virginia, 2011. viii + 455 pp. Halftones, 39 maps, notes, index. $49.95 cloth,
ISBN 978-0-8078-3395-7.)
Two French traders from the Illinois Country, Jean Chapuis and Louis
Feuilli, made their way to the Pecos Mission in August 1752, setting off an
international incident. The governor of New Mexico arrested the pair, escorted them to Santa Fe, and dispatched them to Mexico City. There, the
viceroy of New Spain put them on a slow boat to Spain, where they landed
in a Cadiz prison in 1754. For at least three years, discussions of this incident
appeared in diplomatic correspondence and foreign office memoirs.
Chapuis and Feuilli are perfect examples of what one Spanish official
referred to—when describing the French—as “esta nacion tan ambulativa”
(p. 338). Not only did they travel through the unknown regions of the West,
they also wind their way through Paul W. Mapp’s magisterial history, serving
as an example of how events in America reverberated in the capitals of Europe. Any reader with the slightest interest in the history of New Mexico will
be delighted to find this local history is now incorporated into an ambitious
study of imperial diplomacy and geographic knowledge—or the lack thereof.
Following the “big picture” trend of Atlantic World history, Mapp insists that
the Pacific World and the American West are key pieces in understanding
the otherwise puzzling decisions of Spain, France, and Great Britain from
1713 to 1763.
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Seeking Spanish silver, which underwrote imperial budgets and facilitated
trade in Asia, the French and the English looked to the West as a pathway
to riches; while Spain looked anxiously to the West to protect their wealth.
Mapp inquires as to why information about the West was so hard for those
European nations to gather, despite increasing concerns and competition
between the three empires, and how that lack of understanding shaped their
intertwined histories. Mapp carefully examines the sources of European
ignorance about the West, comparing efforts at reconnaissance there to
more successful efforts in Mexico, Peru, Russia, and China. In the end, he
argues that linguistic diversity and political fragmentation, not to mention
the forbidding terrain, impeded the acquisition and comprehension of indigenous knowledge. European empires needed preexisting indigenous empires
in these distant places to achieve any degree of geographic legibility. One
might also argue that it was not only the geographic unknown that stood in
the way of informed decision-making, but what we might call “metropolitan
hubris,” or the assumption that events in the West were controllable or had
been determined by imperial commands.
Mapp displays a knowledge of European diplomacy and Borderlands history
that will dazzle, and perhaps occasionally disconcert, readers. He organizes
the book into chapters that meticulously discuss the perspectives and agendas
of each imperial power. Mapp’s big picture is achieved more through layering
than the usual linear narrative. That said, the book gathers steam in the last
section, and for all its complexity, is elegantly written. We may know how the
story ended in 1763, but by showing us how great ignorance informed grand
strategy, the author places the elusive West back on the misinformed maps of
the time and restores contingency to the course of empire.
Jay Gitlin
Yale University

The Gospel of Progressivism: Moral Reform and Labor War in Colorado,
1900–1930. By R. Todd Laugen. (Boulder: University Press of Colorado,
2010. xi + 192 pp. Halftones, 12 line drawings, notes, index. $65.00 cloth,
ISBN 978-1-6073-2052-4.)
Colorado, and much of the Rocky Mountain West, remains understudied
and, frankly, what is available to professionals and students for use is dated and
shoddy. Fortunately, R. Todd Laugen’s new book detailing the complicated
relationship between progressivism and labor politics between 1900 and 1930
is a detailed and sophisticated addition to the literature on Colorado history.
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Laugen’s narrative moves between the tensions over urban reform in
Denver to the serious physical and economic battles in Colorado coalfields
and mining towns. Many places in the United States had labor unrest in these
years, but the longevity, violence, and unflinching flexing of corporate muscle
resulted in warfare in Colorado. Similarly, urban residents in many places
attempted to clean up political corruption, temper the hardships of industry,
and figure out new immigrant populations. Colorado’s women voters and
women’s clubs made the atmosphere of this reform quite unique. Laugen
examines how these issues, which captured the attention of Coloradans (and
sometimes a national audience) in those years, worked together. He poses
the very important question of why moral reformers and labor activists found
so little common political ground.
Using a rich cast of characters such as the “Kid’s Judge” Ben Lindsey,
powerful women reformers like Josephine Roche and Helen Robinson, corrupt bosses like Denver mayor Robert Speer, and Colorado governor Elias
Ammons, Laugen attempts to solve this puzzle. He presents three answers
that demonstrate the complexity of this period. First, Colorado progressives
were split by class and religion, and the set of issues around prohibition derailed unified action several times. Club women and urban reformers saw
the dangers posed by saloons and alcohol through a middle class lens focused
on women and children while labor activists saw saloons as working-class
gathering places central to their organizing efforts. Second, few Coloradans
living outside the isolated strike areas could envision the power corporations
wielded there. And even fewer residents could stretch their definition of public
interest to include tram drivers or miners when strikes drove up the price of
tram fares or coal. Finally, the peculiarly powerful version of the Ku Klux
Klan that took over Colorado politics in the 1920s co-opted the reformers’
language of good government and derailed the movement entirely.
Laugen tells these stories well and builds a necessarily complex view of
Colorado politics. But the book is not perfect. He misses some opportunities to
contextualize his analysis. It is difficult to understand why prohibition struck
such a chord at this moment and from where the KKK emerged. Stepping
back a bit from Colorado on these issues to provide readers with a larger
narrative would help here. Laugen is occasionally mired in a sea of names
and acronyms in the battles over children’s welfare or tramway workers, but
that is a danger of providing detailed evidence. Those interested in Colorado
history will be pleased after reading this book.
Anne Hyde
Colorado College
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The Fall of a Black Army Officer: Racism and the Myth of Henry O. Flipper.
By Charles M. Robinson III. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 2008.
xviii + 197 pp. 14 halftones, map, notes, bibliography, index. $29.95 cloth, ISBN
978-0-8061-3521-2.)
The Fall of a Black Army Officer challenges the widespread assumption
that Henry O. Flipper was dismissed from the military because of institutional racism. This argument radically diverges from Charles M. Robinson
III’s first text on the subject, The Court-Martial of Lieutenant Henry Flipper
(1994), which attempted to prove that Flipper was victimized by the military
court because he was black. The difference between The Court-Martial of
Lieutenant Henry Flipper and The Fall of a Black Army Officer is that Robinson’s earlier framework is shaped by Flipper’s petition for reinstatement
in 1898, and the assumption that he was a victim of institutional racism, as
opposed to court case records and the study of Flipper’s character, which
heavily influence the current narrative. This work has resulted in an objective attempt to definitively resolve the Flipper case by peeling back layers of
nineteenth-century U.S. race relations in general, as well as in the military,
and by analyzing characters associated with the case.
For most scholars, Flipper’s legal problems began when Col. William
Rufus Shafter took command at Fort Davis. Under Shafter’s command,
Flipper had the task of keeping commissary funds in his personal safe, where
his money blended with that of the company. With no regular fund inspection, the process of maintaining a balanced account with the commissary
became haphazard and led to Flipper being brought up on embezzlement
charges.
Although Flipper was acquitted of the initial charge of embezzlement,
he was found guilty of conduct unbecoming an officer and a gentleman for
lying to the court and attempting to hide the shortage of funds. Most scholars
agree that Flipper was railroaded through a lengthy but sloppy court case that
led to his entrapment—a conclusion that The Fall of a Black Army Officer
denies. Instead, Robinson argues that the case took so long because the court
tried everything within its power to give Flipper a fair trial. Despite knowing
that the mishandling of funds was common in the frontier army, and that
the army never dismissed or dishonored the few white officers found guilty
of embezzlement, Robinson insists that institutional racism was not a factor
in Flipper’s dismissal. Instead, what led to Flipper’s court-martial was his
arrogance in “flaunting the long-established . . . codes of social behavior,”
including alleged miscegenation with a white woman, and being intimate
with a servant (p. 4).
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The Fall of a Black Army Officer is a solid work, especially if one wants to
understand military justice, Flipper’s trial based on the court’s manuscript,
and the interpretation that he was tried as an individual and not as a representative of his race. The text makes very clear that most black leaders remained
indifferent to Flipper’s pleas for pardon and reinstatement. There appears,
however, to be a disconnect in discussing how his military career did more
harm than good in advancing the cause of equality in the army, which took
decades to recover, and how his trial did not contain elements of institutional
racism. The truth in Flipper’s case appears to lie somewhere in-between the
poles of The Court-Martial of Lieutenant Henry Flipper and The Fall of a
Black Army Officer, where de facto racial discrimination played a huge role
in his court martial and dismissal from service, perhaps more than his lying
to the court.
Herbert G. Ruffin II
Syracuse University

Spider Woman’s Gift: Nineteenth-Century Diné Textiles. Edited by Shelby J.
Tisdale, essays by Joyce Begay-Foss and Marian E. Rodee. (Santa Fe: Museum
of New Mexico Press, 2011. 95 pp. 46 color plates, halftones, line drawing,
bibliography. $24.95 paper, ISBN 978-0-8901-3531-0.)
This is a beautifully illustrated book that showcases the nineteenth-century
Navajo textiles owned by the Museum of Indian Arts and Culture (MIAC)
in Santa Fe, New Mexico. The close-up photos of several pieces convey the
soft, luxurious feel of the wool; the vibrancy of the red, white, indigo, and
black colors; and the fineness of the weaving technique—all characteristics
of these pristine textiles that have survived for more than one hundred years.
Historical photos of mesas, grazing sheep, and women weavers evoke the
sweeping vistas of the Navajo homeland and the importance of pastoralism
and weaving to the Navajo economy. But this is more than a glossy “coffee
table book,” and should be of great interest to scholars and those who are
interested in Navajo history and culture.
Two essays interpret the MIAC textiles that were part of an exhibit in 2006.
The first essay by Joyce Begay-Foss, director of the Living Traditions Education Program, gives a Navajo perspective on these chief blankets, women’s
two-piece dresses (bííl), and serapes. Marian E. Rodee, former curator at
the Maxwell Museum of Anthropology at the University of New Mexico,
summarizes the European American museum scholarship on these historic
textiles.
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Begay-Foss’s essay focuses on the important role of Spider Woman, who
first taught Navajo women to weave. Photos of woven baskets show how their
design elements—particularly the cross—were transferred to the second-stage
chief blankets woven in the 1850s and 1860s. Begay-Foss emphasizes that
textiles embody Navajo spiritual values. For example, the rectangular and
diamond motifs on second and third-stage chief blankets epitomize balance
and harmony as embodied in the Navajo concept of Hózhóó. These motifs
are placed in symmetrical balance and, when the blanket is worn, the designs
cascade down the back of the wearer and come together in the front. BegayFoss also tells us how Spider Woman instructed her husband to build the first
loom and how she herself learned to weave by watching her grandmothers
and maternal aunts.
Marian E. Rodee focuses more on the historical context of Navajo weaving, outlining the anthropological evidence for the importation of weaving
from Pueblo culture and the churro sheep from Spain. She also describes the
introduction of indigo dyes and bayeta yarn from Mexico during the Spanish colonial period, citing recent research by archaeologist Joe Ben Wheat.
She outlines the impact of the incarceration of Navajos at Bosque Redondo
on Navajo weaving and the use of chief blankets as trade items. Finally, she
explores the manufacture and fine design of classic period serapes.
This book builds on the extensive research of earlier scholars, but the
combination of richly colored photographs, the emphasis on parallels to early
basket designs, and scholarly interpretation from both a Navajo and Anglo
perspective make this slim volume unique.
Louise Lamphere
University of New Mexico

The Joaquín Band: The History behind the Legend. By Lori Lee Wilson. (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 2011. xiv + 322 pp. 14 halftones, 19 line
drawings, maps, appendix, notes, bibliography, index. $29.95 cloth, ISBN
978-0-8032-3461-1.)
Why is the story of Joaquín Murrieta, the notorious Mexican bandit, so
irresistible to researchers? Perhaps it is the adventure and romance of the
California Gold Rush and western outlaw tales that draw so much attention.
Or perhaps it is the fragmentary and myth-encrusted nature of the evidence
about Murrieta that attracts scholars determined to separate fact from fiction.
Lori Lee Wilson rejects these conventional explanations of the Murrieta mystique. She believes that Murrieta’s story has such enduring appeal because
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it represents “a hunger for justice” by Mexicans displaced and dispossessed
by the American takeover of California in 1848 (p. xi). Murrieta’s infamous
career of robbery and murder has drawn countless chroniclers since the 1850s
because his story retells the larger story of America’s continental conquest.
Murrieta scholars have debated whether the legendary bandit existed
at all. Wilson finds that Murrieta did indeed exist, but numerous Mexican
bandits named Joaquín were active in California during the 1850s, and many
of their deeds were conflated. In addition, Mexicans who admired Murrieta
exaggerated his exploits, as did Americans who feared him or who wished to
vilify Mexicans in general. Over time the story became even more distorted,
or wholly fabricated, by commercial authors who profited from the sale of
Murrieta narratives. Wilson pays homage to previous writers by surveying
their efforts, while assessing each author’s reliability and motivation. She
sympathizes with the social bandit interpretation of Murrieta popular since
the 1960s, which portrays him as an ethnic avenger fighting a guerrilla war
on behalf of a conquered people. She also points out that Murrieta’s victims
were mostly Chinese or Mexican, not American, and that this supposed
Robin Hood figure made little effort to help his people or start a revolution.
Besides, Wilson contends, no political agenda could excuse Murrieta’s cruel
murders and petty thievery; nor, she adds, could any concern over “crime”
or “lawlessness” justify rampant anti-Mexican violence by American lynch
mobs, even when styled as “vigilantes.”
Other scholars have made these points before. Wilson’s original contribution to the Murrieta literature is her analysis of how race, nationality, and
partisan politics affected newspaper coverage of California bandits and vigilantes in the 1850s. Wilson demonstrates that not all Mexican editors cheered
for Murrieta, nor did all American editors see him as a menace. Mexican
editors often denounced bandits like Murrieta. Democratic editors played
up the Murrieta threat in order to justify Gov. John Bigler’s expenditure of
public funds for his capture, and Whig editors opposed to Governor Bigler
originated the charge that Murrieta was a phantom bogeyman. Wilson also
imaginatively links anti-Mexican vigilantism with filibuster campaigns into
Mexico itself, a connection missing from previous works on this subject, and
one which she unearthed through extensive newspaper research. At times
Wilson ranges too far afield in her journalistic digressions, dwelling on coverage of events unrelated to Murrieta that occurred well after his death. Still,
readers looking for a place to enter the labyrinth of Murrieta studies would
do well to start here.
Glen Gendzel
San José State University
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Luis de Carvajal: The Origins of Nuevo Reino de León. By Samuel Temkin.
(Santa Fe, N.Mex.: Sunstone Press, 2011. xvi + 249 pp. 22 halftones, line drawing, maps, tables, appendixes, glossary, abbreviations, notes, bibliography,
index. $29.95 cloth, ISBN 978-0-8653-4829-5.)
In 1579 the Spanish Crown handed Luis de Carvajal a remarkable boon:
the authority to invade, colonize, and govern the future New Kingdom of
León. The next year, Carvajal and his followers landed on Mexico’s Gulf
Coast, and in the following year began their military campaigns in the interior.
Had their plans come to fruition, Carvajal and his descendents would have
ruled over a kingdom encompassing much of today’s U.S.-Mexico border
states. But events turned out otherwise: in 1591 Carvajal died, not a celebrated
conqueror, but a disconsolate prisoner.
This dramatic tale is enough to commend a biography on Carvajal to most
readers. There is, however, far more at stake in retelling his story. Carvajal
set the initial conditions of interaction between Europeans and many indigenous groups on Mexico’s northeastern frontier, with important long-term
consequences for the region. The tragic end of his life and enterprises also
belongs to a broader family drama and cultural conflict. The Carvajals were
a large and successful network of Jewish conversos systematically targeted by
the Inquisition in the years following Luis’s captivity and death. Consequently,
Samuel Temkin’s book is one that matters for multiple audiences: students
of Latin America, the Borderlands, and early modern Spain, as well as those
interested in the Inquisition and Jewish Diaspora.
Luis de Carvajal is an admiring biography, and Temkin’s principal objective is to refute both contemporary and modern criticisms of his subject. He
does so first by presenting a rich account of Carvajal’s early service to the
Crown, thus answering accusations that he secured his command by graft
rather than merit. Later chapters explain the contents of the royal charters,
disputes surrounding them, and the charges that led to his arrest. This is a
substantial documentary history, and one that discusses its sources in minute
detail. The appendixes include Carvajal’s original grant and a helpful table
of information on the colonizing families.
The element of this book most likely to court controversy is its attempt
to exonerate Carvajal from charges of mistreating Indians. Temkin views
Carvajal as an exceptional ethical figure in an era of widespread cruelty.
This is a minority opinion among historians, and one that may be difficult for
readers to accept. Temkin is aware that Carvajal brought forty African slaves
on his expedition, that his family was involved in the slave trade, and that
he captured great numbers of Indians in the interior. Earlier scholarship on
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the region by Eugenio del Hoyo, Israel Cavazos Garza, and Silvo Zavala has
documented the widespread use of just-war claims to conceal slaving expeditions. Most students of the region and period view Spanish descriptions of
Indian rebellion, and subsequent sentences of penal servitude, as thin legal
fictions concealing the northern slave trade. Yet, Temkin is resolute in his
defense of Carvajal, taking his reports of Indian rebellions and his accounts
of punitive expeditions at face value, and ascribing most consequent moral
transgressions to the conduct of Carvajal’s undisciplined subordinates.
Sean F. McEnroe
Southern Oregon University

Violent Encounters: Interviews on Western Massacres. By Deborah Lawrence and Jon Lawrence. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 2011. xiii
+ 258 pp. 27 halftones, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $34.95 cloth, ISBN
978-0-8061-4126-8.)
According to authors Deborah Lawrence and Jon Lawrence, the frontier
West was a place of endemic violence. That violence and the way historians
have written about the most extreme cases are worthy of careful consideration. To that end, the Lawrences interviewed nine individuals who have
written about some of the worst of these encounters: Marc Simmons on the
McComas Massacre; Margot Mifflin on the Oatman captivity; Will Bagley
on the Mountain Meadows Massacre; Chip Colwell-Chanthaphonh on the
Camp Grant Massacre; Michael Tate on the violence of the overland trails;
Albert Hurtado on California Indians; Robert Utley on the Sioux Wars;
Jerome Greene on the Cheyenne Wars; and Ned Blackhawk on violence in
the Great Basin.
Each interview begins with an overview of a particular moment of violence. Each interviewee, prompted by author questions, describes the nature
of his/her specific research. Some interviews move outward to address the
broader context and human dimensions of that violence. Along the way, interviewees challenge assumptions and stereotypes built into the Lawrences’
questions. They complicate simple binary narratives, argue with other
scholars and even other interviewees, elaborate on the contingent nature of
such historical events, and explain how they approach the past. Herein lies
the real significance of this book: the interviews themselves, not the specific
details of violent encounters. Each interview offers a glimpse into the way
historians conduct research, the sources and methods they use, the ethical
issues they face, and the personal perspectives or biases they bring to their
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interpretations. These are primary source interviews worthy of being read
and analyzed for what they tell us about the historian’s art. Unfortunately, the
interviews were edited, internally rearranged, and passed through a second
editing by those interviewed. That process certainly makes for better reading
and a more careful explication of delicate issues, but it saps the book’s value
as a primary source.
The Lawrences make no attempt to cover all the worst western massacres,
and in several cases identify a subject group or region rather than a single
event. Nor do they define what they mean by “massacre,” or the difference
between a massacre, battle, event, or even genocide. Indeed, only one interviewee offers a clear definition, the rest framing their comments within the
broad parameters of egregious acts of interpersonal violence. On the one
hand that lack of definition makes this a rather arbitrary collection, but on
the other it provides the opportunity to explore a broader range of violent
encounters where every ethnic group makes an appearance as both perpetrator
and victim. In that way, this book presents a vision of a truly multiethnic West,
one where violence is pervasive if (as most interviewees agree) not the norm.
Yet, in the Lawrences’ final assessment of what marks frontier history, that
norm disappears, leaving only violence as synecdoche. Violent Encounters is
a fascinating look at history itself, one that should spark further conversations.
David Rich Lewis
Utah State University

Best of Covered Wagon Women, Volume II: Emigrant Girls on the Overland
Trails. By Kenneth L. Holmes. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 2010.
253 pp. Halftones, map, notes, index. $19.95 paper, ISBN 978-0-8061-4104-6.)
Retired historian Kenneth L. Holmes collected women’s diaries, letters,
reminiscences, and essays from the nineteenth-century overland trails. Beginning in 1983, he published literal transcriptions of these materials as an eleven
volume series with the Arthur H. Clark Company. Holmes wrote a brief introduction to each volume of Covered Wagon Women: Diaries and Letters from
the Western Trails (1995), and provided biographical material and annotations
for each woman’s writings. Following its merger with Arthur H. Clark, the
University of Oklahoma Press began compiling the most compelling materials
from the original eleven books. Best of Covered Wagon Women, Volume I (2008)
reproduced eight of the most vivid accounts drawn from across the chronologically organized original series. A second “best of” volume now focuses on the
experiences of young women who migrated westward as adolescents.

380 N new mexico historical review

volume 87, number 3

As Melody M. Miyamoto emphasizes in her new introduction, Best of
Covered Wagon Women, Volume II highlights the experiences of a previously ignored group of women emigrants. Books by historians John Mack
Faragher, Lillian Schlissel, Julie Roy Jeffrey, and others focused on the
work roles and social life of more mature women who migrated as wives
and mothers. Historians Emmy Werner, Elliott West, Linda Peavy, and
Ursula Smith examined the experiences of children on the trails. Best
of Covered Wagon Women, Volume II is the first book to focus on young
women who were old enough to write eloquently about their experiences,
and yet young and unencumbered enough to view the overland journey as
an exciting adventure. The volume’s subtitle might be somewhat misleading
to twenty-first century lay readers who equate girls with female children.
Read with the nineteenth-century understanding of “girlhood,” however, it
captures these young women’s position between innocent childhood and
adult responsibility. While most of them were of marrying age at the time
of their journeys, their positions traveling with parents or older relatives
left them freer to explore than could their peers who made the overland
trip as young brides or even mothers.
Best of Covered Wagon Women, Volume II offers a nice range of writings
from girls aged eleven to nineteen, who traveled on various western trails
between 1846 and 1898, bound for Oregon, California, and Colorado. Two
of the selections are essentially new to readers, having been previously
published as separate keepsakes accompanying a collector’s edition of the
Covered Wagon Women series. This volume therefore offers something new
for scholars long acquainted with the original series. Because these young
women had fewer duties on the trails than did their older counterparts, this
collection also offers particularly powerful and entertaining accounts of adventures and social interactions that will appeal to anyone interested in the
overland trail experience.
Cynthia Culver Prescott
University of North Dakota

Captain John R. Hughes, Lone Star Ranger. By Chuck Parsons, foreword by
Robert K. DeArment. (Denton: University of North Texas Press, 2011. xxii
+ 400 pp. 47 halftones, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $29.95 cloth, ISBN
978-1-57441-304-5.)
In recent years scholars have revisited the story of the Texas Ranger.
Historians Robert Utley and Mike Cox have published complete histories
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of the force, and Paul Spellman and Harold Weiss have produced meaningful biographies of noted ranger captains. Chuck Parsons’s Captain John R.
Hughes, Lone Star Ranger continues this historiographic trend by chronicling
the life of one of the most noted ranger captains to ever pin the badge to his
chest.
Parsons begins his study by examining the adventures of a young Hughes
in the Indian Territory, where he lived among several tribes. After leaving
the Indian Territory, Hughes moved to Texas, settling in Travis County and
purchasing a horse ranch. Thieves disrupted Hughes’s life when they took
several of his horses. Hughes was not a man to give up without a fight, so he
doggedly trailed the thieves for more than a year before catching up with them
in New Mexico. Following a gun battle that left several of the thieves dead,
Hughes returned home with his horses. His story soon circulated throughout
Travis County, making him a local legend.
Aware of his abilities as a tracker, Ranger Ira Aten asked Hughes to aid
him in tracking down a notorious outlaw. The two men tracked the fugitive
to his home in Hill Country, where they fatally shot him when he refused
arrest. Afterward, Aten convinced Hughes to join Company D of the Texas
Rangers. Hughes initially only planned to serve in the ranger company for a
brief time, but he stayed on for nearly thirty years. When Capt. Frank Jones
was killed in the line of duty in 1893, Hughes replaced him as captain of
Company D. For more than a decade, Hughes and his men brought fugitives
to justice, especially those operating along the state’s southwestern border.
Hughes retired in 1915, earning the honor of serving longer as a captain and
ranger than any other man in the history of the force. He spent his final years
traveling throughout Texas, and on occasion outside of the state, visiting
family and friends. Before his death, Hughes became a national celebrity,
accepting numerous awards and accolades from admiring supporters of the
Texas Rangers. Captain Hughes, considered by scholars as one of the “Four
Great Captains,” committed suicide in 1947.
Parsons’s biography of Captain Hughes provides a unique insight into
the inner workings of the Texas Rangers, and it shows how the job took its
toll on the lives of the men who enforced the laws of Texas at the turn of the
twentieth century. Even though Parsons, like most biographers, maintains
a certain admiration for his subject, he makes a convincing argument that
Hughes was indeed the “greatest” of all the ranger captains.
Kenneth W. Howell
Prairie View A&M University
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A River Apart: The Pottery of Cochiti and Santo Domingo Pueblos. Edited by
Valerie K. Verzuh, photographs by Addison Doty, foreword by Shelby Tisdale. (Santa Fe: Museum of New Mexico Press, 2008. xix + 185 pp. 467 color
plates, 28 halftones, references, index. $45.00 cloth, ISBN 978-0-8901-3522-8.)
This book illustrates nineteenth- and twentieth-century artistic contributions of Native American potters from Cochiti and Kewa (Santo Domingo)
Pueblo, two Keres-speaking communities south of Santa Fe, New Mexico.
Editor Valarie K. Verzuh serves as curator of Individually Catalogued Collections at the Museum of Indian Arts and Culture (MIAC), a division of the
Museum of New Mexico, in Santa Fe. She deserves much credit for allowing
the general public to see some of the museum’s great hidden masterpieces.
Grants from the National Endowment for the Humanities funded research
and documentation of MIAC’s Cochiti and Kewa pottery collection from
2003 to 2006.
This handsome, large format volume accompanied an exhibition of the
same title, which ran from 19 October 2008 to 26 September 2011. The title
of the book and exhibit refers to the Rio Grande, the great river flowing between Cochiti and Kewa pueblos. The book is lavishly illustrated in color and
historic black and white photographs. Seven essays comprise the text. These
essays are well written and of interest to both scholars and the general public.
However, what makes the book unique is the “Catalog of Collections” (pp.
109–51). Professional photographer Addison Doty was hired to photograph
473 objects, including 235 Cochiti and 214 Kewa pots in MIAC’s collection.
Only 165 were identified by 75 markers, of which 53 are examined in the book.
Unfortunately, no one thought to include a list of the potters in the book, an
essential tool for quick reference. In a collegial spirit, I have compiled the
vital list. Names in italics were not listed in the book’s general index. The
twenty-nine Cochiti potters are Ignacita Suina Arquero, Ascension Chavez
Benada, Damacia Cordero, Helen Cordero, Felicita Eustace, Estefanita
Herrera, Laurencita Herrera, Trini Herrera, Lisa Holt, Maria Laweka, Josh
Lewis, Rita Lewis, Trinidad Montoya, Janice Ortiz, Joyce Ortiz, Juanita
Ortiz, Seferina Ortiz, Virgil Ortiz, Donaciano Padilla, Agrapina Quintana,
Antonita Quintana, Diego Romero, Reyes Q. Romero, Teresita Romero, Ada
Suina, Aurelia Suina, Frances Suina, Judith Suina, and Juanita Trujillo. The
twenty-four Kewa potters are Ramon Cate Aguilar, Lena Archuleta, Carol
Calabaza, Maria Calabaza, Angelita Cata, Juan [Irma] Cata, Alissa Chavez,
Crucita Herrera Coriz, Felipita Aguilar Garcia, Manuelita Garcia, Petra G.
Garcia, Harold Littlebird, Lupe Lovato, Josephine Martinez, Crucita Melchor,
Dolorita Melchor, Magdelena Melchor, Santana Melchor, Andrew Pacheco,
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Paulita Pacheco, Encarnacion Reano, Harlan Reano, Monica Silva (Santa
Clara, married into Kewa), and Robert Tenorio.
I recommend MIAC change its approach for future collection studies,
recording original quotations by artists, collectors, and scholars. Pictures of
the pots should be made larger with artist comments, scholarly quotes, and
historic facts neatly arranged beneath each picture. Rather than arranging
the pictures by accession number, the pots could be organized in a general
chronological order. Clear indexing is important, so scholars and the general
public can access information quickly and efficiently. Still, editor Valerie
Verzuh is working hard now on a new basket exhibition and deserves our
continued strong support.
Gregory Schaaf
Center for Indigenous Arts and Cultures, Santa Fe, New Mexico
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Dodge City: The Early Years, 1872–1886. By Wm. B. Shillingberg. Western
Lands and Waters Series, No. 23. (Norman: Arthur H. Clark Company, an
imprint of the University of Oklahoma Press, 2009. 432 pp. 34 halftones, map,
notes, bibliography, index. $49.95 cloth, ISBN 978-0-87062-378-3.)
John Wesley Powell: His Life and Legacy. By James M. Aton. (Salt Lake
City: Bonneville Books with the University of Utah Press, 2010. ix + 85 pp.
Halftones, map, notes, bibliography. $9.95 paper, ISBN 978-0-87480-992-3.)
Across the Great Divide: A Photo Chronicle of the Counterculture. By Roberta
Price, foreword by George Miles. (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico
Press, 2010. viii + 107 pp. 75 color plates, 44 halftones. $34.95 cloth, ISBN
978-0-8263-4957-6.)
Signs and Shrines: Spiritual Journeys Across New Mexico. By Sharon Niederman. (Woodstock, Vt.: The Countryman Press, a division of W. W. Norton
& Company, Inc., 2012. 256 pp. 126 color plates, map, index. $19.95 paper,
ISBN 978-0-8815-0908-3.)
A Harvest of Reluctant Souls: Fray Alonso de Benavides’s History of New
Mexico, 1630. Translated and edited by Baker H. Morrow. (Boulder: University Press of Colorado, 1996; Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press,
2012. vii + 111 pp. 23 halftones, line drawings, map, notes, index. $19.95 paper,
ISBN 978-0-8263-5157-9.)
The Threads of Memory: Spain and the United States (El Hijo de la Memoria
España y los Estados Unidos). Edited by Frances Levine, René Harris, and

385

386 N new mexico historical review

volume 87, number 3

Josef Díaz, translated from Spanish to English by Enrique Lamadrid and
Jerry Gurulé, preface by Miguel Ángel Moratinos and Ángeles GonzálezSinde, foreword by Charo Otegui Pascual and María Isabel Simó Rodríguez.
(Albuquerque, N.Mex.: Fresco Fine Art Publications, 2010. Published in
collaboration with the New Mexico History Museum, the El Paso Museum
of History, the Historic New Orleans Collection, the University of New
Mexico, and Sociedad Estatal para la Accíon Cultural Exterior, Spain.
310 pp. 113 color plates, 46 maps, glossary, bibliography. $60.00 paper, ISBN
978-1-934491-26-2.)
Hell Gap: A Stratified Paleoindian Campsite at the Edge of the Rockies. Edited
by Mary Lou Larson, Marcel Kornfeld, and George C. Frison. (Salt Lake
City: University of Utah Press, 2009. xxiii + 444 pp. 72 halftones, 130 line
drawings, 153 tables, appendixes, index. $60.00 cloth, ISBN 978-0-87480-943-5.)
Cuauhtémoc’s Bones: Forging National Identity in Modern Mexico. By Paul
Gillingham. (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 2011. xi + 338
pp. 37 halftones, appendix, notes, bibliography, index. $28.95 paper, ISBN
978-0-8263-5037-4.)
The South American Expeditions, 1540–1545. By Álvar Núñez Cabeza de
Vaca, translated with notes by Baker H. Morrow. (Albuquerque: University of
New Mexico Press, 2011. xxiv + 240 pp. Halftones, line drawings, maps, notes,
suggestions for further readings, index. $39.95 cloth, ISBN 978-0-8263-5063-3.)
Gaspar de Villagrá: Legista, Soldado, y Poeta. By Manuel M. MartínRodríguez. (León: Universidad de León, 2009. 347 pp. Halftones, tables,
appendixes, notes, bibliography. $30.00 cloth, ISBN 978-8-4977-3487-5.)
Havana Beyond the Ruins: Cultural Mappings after 1989. Edited by Anke
Birkenmaier and Esther Whitfield. (Durham, N.C.: Duke University Press,
2011. xiv + 330 pp. 15 halftones, map, glossary, references, contributors, index.
$24.95 paper, ISBN 978-0-8223-5070-5.)
Guerilla Auditors: The Politics of Transparency in Neoliberal Paraguay. By
Kregg Hetherington. (Durham, N.C.: Duke University Press, 2011. xiv + 297
pp. 12 halftones, map, notes, bibliography, index. $24.95 paper, ISBN 978-08223-5036-1.)
Histories of Race and Racism: The Andes and Mesoamerica from Colonial
Times to the Present. Edited by Laura Gotkowitz. (Durham, N.C.: Duke
University Press, 2012. x + 402 pp. 11 halftones, maps, table, bibliography,
contributors, index. $25.95 paper, ISBN 978-0-8223-5043-9.)
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Amadito and the Hero Children Amadito y los Niños Héroes. By Enrique R.
Lamadrid, illustrations by Amy Córdova. (Albuquerque: University of New
Mexico Press, 2011. 59 pp. 14 color plates, halftones, further readings, glossary.
$19.95 cloth, ISBN 978-0-8263-4979-8.)
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News Notes

Archives, Exhibits, and Historic (Web) Sites
The Albuquerque Museum of Art and History has opened Exploring Art of the
Ancient Americas: The John Bourne Collection. This exhibit, organized by the
Walters Art Museum, Baltimore, Maryland, draws on three great traditions:
Mesoamerica, Central America, and Andean South America. It includes one
hundred of the finest examples of artwork spanning geographic regions from
northern Mexico to Chile, and represents major cultural traditions, such as
the Maya, Olmec, Aztec, Nazca, and Colima. The exhibit will be on display
until 26 August 2012. The Albuquerque Museum of Art and History is located
at 2000 Mountain Road NW. For more information, call 505-243-7255, or visit
the website: http://www.cabq.gov/museum.
The Museum of International Folk Art has opened The Art of Gaman: Arts
and Crafts from the Japanese American Internment Camps, 1942–1946. The
exhibit showcases arts made by Japanese Americans in U.S. internment
camps during World War II. The exhibit runs through 7 October 2012. The
Museum of International Folk Art is located at 706 Camino Lejo in Santa
Fe. For more information, call 505-476-1200, or visit the website: http://www.
internationalfolkart.org.
Millicent Rogers Museum has opened Millicent Rogers and Her Circle.
Objects from the collection tell stories of Millicent Rogers, Dorothy Brett,
Rebecca James, and Martha Reed. The exhibit runs through 9 September
2012. Millicent Rogers Museum has also opened The Matriarchs of the Past.
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This exhibit contains rare and historic Pueblo mantas on loan from private
collectors as well as guest curator Ray Trotter’s favorite mantas from the
museum collection, and runs through 30 September 2012. Millicent Rogers
Museum is located at 1504 Millicent Rogers Road in Taos. For more information, call 575-758-2462, or visit the website: http://www.millicentrogers.org.
Calendar of Events
14–16 September The University of Colorado’s history graduate students will
hold their thirteenth Rocky Mountain Interdisciplinary History Conference.
This academic conference provides a congenial atmosphere in which graduate students may present papers, network with fellow graduate students, gain
experience in public speaking, and attend workshops specifically tailored to
graduate student interests. For more information, visit the website: http://
www.colorado.edu/Conferences/RMIHC.
4–7 October The Western History Association will hold its 52d annual conference at the Grand Hyatt Denver in Denver, Colorado. For more information,
visit the website: http://www.westernhistoryassociation.org.
31 October–3 November The National Trust for Historic Preservation will
hold its annual conference in Spokane, Washington. For more information,
visit the website: http://www.preservationnation.org/resources/training/npc/.
7–10 November The American Society for Ethnohistory will hold its annual conference in Springfield, Missouri, at the University Plaza Hotel and
Convention Center. For more information, visit the website: http://www.
ethnohistory.org.
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